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'Freddy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi there again!

Sleepover - we all feel the way you do at some time in our lives. Let me
tell you something - suicide will solve nothing. (Don't expect tea &
sympathy from me! You don't need it and you won't get it, doesn't mean
that I don't care though!). You've got children, think how that would
affect them, your family, your friends? All that would happen would be
they would be miserable and most likely blame themselves for not being
able to help you. I don't think you should lock yourself away. Meet the
kids, just don't allow yourself to be alone with one if you feel it will
be harmful. The best thing to do is to tell us here, so you can get
these feelings out of your system, find a release, but don't do anything
you won't have a chance to regret! Besides I think you know that you
won't, because you love your children too much even if you care not for
yourself.  Perhaps if you  feel really bad, it would be best to get away
by yourself for a few days if that is possible, but don;t take the
drink. If I could offer you sanctuary, I would, but of course its
impossible, but try to find somwhere. Please! I hope everything works
out and I'm sure it will.

To everyone else who doesn't live in the UK - take it from me Ianthe is
right about what he says. This country is getting more like the old
Soviet Union everyday! Actually its not even that funny. I think people
here are so pathetic (or perhaps apathetic) that they don't realise
whats going on, and of course too many of them are ensnared by the
gutter press who brainwash their tiny minds. It will get worse before 
it gets better. So you're probably better off where you are!

Finally tell me how this can be right - in the studio where I
pretend to work, there a couple of guys who are gay. One in particular
paints very explicit work portraying naked men, complete with erections
in poses that - although not exactly sexual - are nevertheless close
enough. Afterall the guys have erections! Now the thing is, if I painted
little girls the way he paints guys I'd be in jail. 

  [ Or else very rich ;) ]

Is that fair? I recently printed a copy of a drawing of young fairy 
girl I'd drawn, to test how good the scanner/printer I'd just bought 
was and showed it to my fellow artists. One of them commented that it 
looked very paedophilic, in a disaproving way. Thats the point - 
double standards and pure hypocrisy!

Well that's all I can think of for now, except can we have some nice
postings as well as the sad! (I'll try to address this as well next
time  I write!)

Bye for now

'Freddy'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rational'
------------------------------------------------------------------

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>I need help folks. I am presently very lonely and
>very afraid for my sanity.
>[...]
>I am so very tired of it all, tired of the dreams, 
>tired of the prosecution, tired of the guilt, tired 
>of the stress, and most of all, tired of the 
>loneliness.
>I just want some peace, is that so bad?

That situation seems real hard. I have to confess that I get 
out of depressions with white rum (and if I'm lucky, I see a 
girl who helps), but I've learned in my short experience that
everything goes on. I had to wait for months for some of the 
greatest experiences in my life (of all kind). Think on three 
things: your wife will eventually arrive, though time goes 
slow; your kids need you in every way, and world paedophilia 
does *NOT* need one gl less. Actually, it's that sort of 
thinking what makes psychiatrists so popular, and especially 
recommended for everyone outside the system who finds him/
herself depressed because of it. That's the kind of thinking 
which society encourages: you are a ped => you cannot live 
with it => you are a child molester, even if you don't know 
it yet => you must feel bad for thinking sexually on children => 
you must get a psychiatric treatment and obey what they command 
you, 'cause it's for the good of all. Just _DO_NOT_ give in!

--

To all young and new subscribers, just as me:

I would like to talk with you about our specific feelings as 
being young peds. For instance, we're at the age of going to 
college (I assume most of 18-low20s fellow ASGL-L subscribers 
go to college. I mean, internet access requires some economic 
and cultural skills/knowledges not available to all and very 
much like those needed for going to college. Probably you never 
go to college but find a job in which you can access internet, 
but that's not the point) so what's like for all of us being peds 
at college? Probably all of us are still very close to our 
parents, what do you think about it? Personally, even though 
I've never openly come out, one of my close friends must 
know I'm a paedophile, since we've talked about some pretty 
girls, and there must be something similar inside him because 
once he said each day he thought more that he was a ped 
himself as he noticed and admired girls' beauty. We even 
said sometime that we'd go open to D. (me) and her friend 
A. (him) when they were older. The rest of my friends seem 
not to have a hint. What is our lifestyle like with friends 
our age that normally think a lot on women our age?

--

Especially to 'Daerthe':
I loved your expression on when you discover you love little 
girls:
>"great revelation"
That's just what it is.

--

Many of you have written that relations with lg (whatever 
their character) always finish quickly. But, though I kind 
of agree, is there any other way for us as we are both 
society-repressed and _ILLEGAL_? We can't go open without 
a great danger. And even if we don't go open, we are in 
danger of suspicions. It's extremely difficult for us to 
keep a long-term relation with an lg. So, all of you who 
have a long-term friendship, congratulations and may you 
keep it forever! All of you who have a non-intimate physical 
relation, five times the congratulations and may you keep it 
forever too! And, all of you who have finally been able to 
cross the fence and do have an intimate relation with an lg, 
a hundred times the congratulations, may you keep it forever 
and I'm your number one fan! The problem is, each step is 
more difficult to take, to keep going for a long time, and 
(in the latter and probably the second too) more difficult 
to keep secret. That's why only a few of us are as lucky 
and we all live short relations which are always in danger...

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>I always make it a point to treat a child like I
>would treat anyone else, to talk *to* them rather
>than *at* them, and never talking *down* to them. I
>find that this endears me to them,[...]
and he just hit the point, as 'Desire' later ratified:
>And there is the answer to all who wonder why
>children are attracted to pedophiles. We don't give
>them sweeties, we don't force them, we don't give
>them toys. Attention and respect, that's all it
>takes. But still, that's too much for most adults.

That is what the word "paedophilia" means, to love 
children. And that is what we do. And that makes an unbearable 
difference to most adults who publicly recognise that aren't 
paedophiles. They're justright on that. They don't love 
children. They forbid them to experience what is or would 
be probably the most incredible, important and enjoyable 
experience even in their whole lives. Now come and tell me 
it's illegal, come and tell me it's a perversion, come 
and tell me the pure feeling of love is a crime. And come 
and tell me it's not a discrimination unjust as no other, 
and come and tell me it protects them children and us 
peds. Could someone be so untrue? I couldn't, but we 
peds and our kids belong in the minority...

--

To 'Tr'Pakh' on Rachel, to her if she reads it, and to 
all of you lucky friends with an intimate girl friend:

Keep on it! You are in the front of our army (guerrilla 
'cause we're hidden ;-), who are proving that adult-child 
relations are possible, good, enjoyable, wonderful[... I'd 
never end] and that children can take them well as long 
as it's a matter of love what they are. You are proving 
that children *ARE* people as much as adults are, with 
the same sexual needs/desires/feelings. You're proving 
that they can search for intimacy themselves and that it 
can be good, pleasant, enjoyable for them as if they were 
adults (or even more, I think it could be). You are who 
takes the most risks in this fight and even so you have 
the courage to defy society and its long-established 
taboos. You, lucky friends, are who can be imprisoned 
for "child molesting" even because of a consented sexual 
activity. You, kids, are who can be sent to psychiatrists 
to convince you that what you did was wrong, and that what 
you say: "but I liked it, it was wonderful, I felt so good 
when he/she caressed me there!" is nothing but a lie. It's 
always you, kid, who tells lies. It must be you, ped, who 
taught her so. Even though I don't know you, Rachel (and 
all girls who are consenting partners to us peds) I love 
you because at your age you have that courage. You girls 
are my inspiration. And you lucky friends, in this 
guerrilla you are making girls grow up better people, 
better human beings, better women, eventually better 
mothers who will accept their kids' feelings since they 
know they are right. All that comes from their discovery 
of love and sex at an early age. Both sides of the equation, 
may you love each other forever!!

--

To 'Sunstorm' on his two stories:
That's what our life's all about. Either we succeed to 
love an lg (as an lg or when she grows up, that's 
normally not the point) or society succeeds in keeping 
us apart from the lgs we love...

I loved the stories. They were great. Especially Light, 
of course.

Hope you all friends have a Light in your future,

'Rational'
----------------------------------------------------------------


'Target' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

I'm breaking my lurking to send a poem, for those who have
daughters....



Dear girl, your bud unfolded
And brought you to this peace,
But my drab heart is still patrolled
By its corrupt police.

The past is eyeing hungrily
The future it denies,
And I look jealously upon
The angel in your eyes.

My body's single, and my love
A melancholy roar.
The children hide their faces when
I stand outside the door.

In dreams of the advances 
Of loud uprooted trees,
I stand in quiet terror
While you sleep at your ease.

When men give birth to daughters
Their precious oil is split,
Yet love's enlarging waters guide
The voyage of his guilt.

Bound to the mast and deaf with shame,
he has to suffer much:
Dear child, hold in your little hands
His conscious, fatal touch.

And ride upon that jumart
Out of the stinking pit.
Hold the instant in your hands,
Oh bless and admonish it.





'Target'
-------------------------------------------------------------





'Christian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

I wrote:
>In fact, one of them told me that 
>because I am a pedophile, 
>I would never be able to keep a 
>wife and live a normal life.
>What does he know?

'sLeepOVER' responded:
>He doesn't know anything, IMO.  I can honestly tell you man that you can
>have a very fulfilling and wonderful life with a grown lg.
>I am so very much in love with my wife, and no baloney, I truly love her
>more with each passing year.  IMO, your pedophilia is a part of
>you, not your sum total, you know?  However, if you find that you are
>lg-exclusive in your attractions, don't freak out; you are how the
>Goddess made you so accept it and make the necessary adjustments
>to live with it. You'll be fine. :)

Thank you for your words of encouragement, 'sLeepOVER'.  I don't 
quite agree with your use of the term "the Goddess", as I 
believe that Jesus taught us to pray "Our Father..." but that's 
where my religious debate ends.  I know Ianthe doesn't like 
religious debate (which is really too bad because I love it).

I would not say that I am lg-exclusive.  I find adult women very
attractive too.  It is my hope that I will meet a lovely little 
girl, date her until she's old enough to be married, play with 
her as much as I can, marry her, and have children of our own.

However, if the scenario I just described is impossible, then I 
hope for the second best thing:  To meet a woman, tell her I have 
pedophilic tendencies, see if she's willing to marry me anyway, and 
have an understanding adult wife.  My parents believe both these 
scenarios are impossible, since no woman would ever want to marry 
a "child molester" (their words, not mine).

--

'sLeepOVER''s response to 'Soft_&_Gentle':
Are you serious?  That girl has every right to dress the way she wants,
and what gives you the ludicrous idea that she would have you in mind when
she does so??  No offense, but that is a very selfish and sexist outlook,
IMO.  We have seen court cases here in the US, where women have been
raped, and the defendant's argument would be similar to yours; "She was
dressed like a whore..."  I don't give a shit if that lg is completely
nude, noone, and I mean NO-ONE has the right to take advantage of another,
regardless of their attire.

I agree with sLeepOVER.  I can't believe you said what you did.  For one
thing, I like little girls dressed like whores, and you shouldn't tell
their parents that stuff because it might discourage them from dressing
their daughters like that in the future.  Now we wouldn't want that, would
we?

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>I am tired of my life, tired of my inability to sleep, tired of my
>fear of sleep, and the dreams that await me.  I feel I have a terminal
>illness called insanity, and I long for release from it.  All I wish to do
>is experience peace, yet all my friends, even the Goddess Herself,
>says that if I initiate my passing from this world, that I will never
>experience the peace I seek.  Can anyone please help me on this?
>I don't want to make a mistake, but I am desperate for a consensus.
>My best friend tells me I would be making a huge mistake, and I
>love and trust his wisdom, but I guess I'm looking for a second
>opinion, you know?  Help?  I am so very tired of it all,
>tired of the dreams, tired of the persecution, tired of the
>guilt, tired of the stress, and most of all, tired of the
>loneliness.  I just want some peace, is that so bad?

Please don't kill yourself.  ASGL-L needs you.  I suggest you wait for
your wife to come back and when she does, have the best sex you ever
had with her.  If you can't wait that long, go on a trip yourself and find
her.  The only other advice I can offer you is to quit drinking.  Your
drinking will only cause you to sink deeper into depression, and you will
feel even less satisfied with yourself.  I know this isn't easy, but if
you can get a hold of Alcoholics Anonymous, I highly recommend that you do
so.  This will be a big step towards reaching the peace you want to find.
I also recommend reading the Bible.  It is often filled with words of
wisdom and encouragement that can only make your spiritual life better.
I believe my words were inspired by God himself and I hope they help you
*before* you make the foolish decision to end your own life.  BTW, I have
had thoughts of suicide myself, but I am also very good at talking myself
out of it.  Whenever I talk myself out of suicide, this is what I say:
If I kill myself, my friends will mourn and my enemies will rejoice.
This is the exact opposite of what I want, so I don't kill myself.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I had my computer serviced recently and beforehand 
>I meticulously removed any trace of anything that might 
>have given me away as a girl lover -- all but the 
>most obvious that is. I left a nude prepubescent girl 
>as my Windows 95 wallpaper. When the tech guy booted 
>up my computer, there she was, plain as day.

Why?

>And he told me about how paranoid people are these 
>days and asked me if I'd been to the airport lately.
>Anyway... I was lucky that he was cool about it.

Boy were you ever.  I'll bet if I tried to pull the same stunt I wouldn't
get away with it.  But anyway, I usually know how to fix my own computer,
so no problem.  And what's the airport got to do with this?

>Ever since then my mom has tried over and over again 
>to get me to talk to counselors and people like that. 
>The first two counselors I talked to just didn't 
>understand at all and only made me feel worse. Then 
>my mom told my family doctor without my knowlege. And 
>when I asked him for a physical so that I could get 
>a job at a school he refused informing me of what 
>my mother had told him.  My mom was trying to force me 
>to see a particular psycologist and so the doctor 
>passed the information on to the psychologist. I only 
>saw that psychologist twice and I never went back 
>again because I didn't feel comfortable with it. And 
>I switched physicians.  There was also a counsellor
>my mom wanted me to talk to via e-mail, but I realized
>it was no use talking to him after one reply.

There you have it.  You can never trust a psychologist.  By the way, my
mother has also had lengthy talks with our family physician.  I haven't
gotten the "results" back from my sex testing yet, but my mom keeps
bugging me to.  I feel uneasy about it.

By the way, can anyone here tell me the difference between a 
psychologist and a psychiatrist?  I'm not even sure myself what the 
difference is.

>My mom has pretty much given up on having me see a 
>counselor now.  She has also learned to keep her mouth 
>shut.  Now when my mom goes somewhere she sometimes 
>keeps her eyes open for pretty little girls I would like, 
>and tells me about them afterward. My mom has come a 
>long way toward accepting me for who I am.

I seriously doubt (and hope) that my mother will do the same.  As 
much as she loves me from the bottom of her heart, she will never 
accept the fact that I am a "child molester" (her words, not mine).

>They told my mom that I gave them kisses and my mom 
>told me that it was upsetting for her to hear that. 

Then your mother hasn't really accepted you for who you are.  :(

--

'Daerthe' wrote:
>but I love little girls more then I could ever relay in words; 
>as I'm sure you all do as well...

Well, most of us.  I know I certainly do.

>I will tell some stories about them in later posts,
>if no one objects... I love to talk about them.

No objections here.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>Anyone else here a fan of the US TV show "KidSongs"?  It's 
>on PBS on weekday mornings.  It features lovely videos of 
>cheerful kids performing all sorts of music.  Some may not
>like the unrelenting cheerfulness, but I find it charming.  
>And it's full of beautiful children from beginning to end.

I haven't heard about it, but thank you for informing me.

>To 'sLeepOVER' and 'Freddy': Your comments about the nature of
>adult/child relationships are on the money.  Personally, I 
>treasure my lg loves BECAUSE they are brief and intense.  
>I treasure the close connection, even as I know that 
>heartbreak will come as she grows up.  And I survive the 
>heartbreak because I know there will be another little girl.  

Heartbreak doesn't need to happen (see my note above).  Although it is
unlikely, it is still possible for girls to grow up and marry the
pedophiles they knew as children.

>Hell, there's a diaper ad on broadcast TV that shows a beautifully
>photographed close up of a baby's bare bottom. (Love that ad!)

So do I, although I'm still not certain of the baby's gender... 
besides, I prefer girls a little older than that...aged 5-11 or so.

My mom saw the ad and was absolutely disgusted.  She says that if she 
had been filmed like that when she was a baby and found out about it, 
she'd sue them for all they're worth for exploiting her.  She 
sounded quite serious.  Oh well.  I always like to pamper the skin 
they're in myself. :)

--

'Fonslf' wrote:
>Someone mentioned putting up a webpage on their friend's 
>site dedicated to Eva Ionesco.  I have to ask, who is she, 
>and where is this site now?  I went to the URL and it 
>no longer exists.

Such is the internet.  Any site with images that some may consider to be
child porn (even if it's just harmless nudity) will inevitably disappear.

>The near-suicide was one reason I wanted to start reading these lists
>again - to "clean up" my life before ending it.  I'm better now (and 
>my gal is still friends with me) but I'm gonna catch up anyway. :)

I hope that will be the last of your near-suicides.
I wouldn't want to lose a dear friend like you.

--

'Desire' wrote:
>'Christian' wrote:
>> Let me tell you, NEVER let anyone find out about you if you're a
>> pedophile, ESPECIALLY your parents.  My parents have made my life
>> quite miserable.
>I have to disagree. I told my parents half a year ago, and haven't
>regretted it. It all depends on what kind of parents one has. I knew
>they would love me all the same. My mother tells me "I try to
>understand it, although I can't." (although I have a feeling that she
>understands much more of it than she realizes). They have advised me
>to go to a psychiatrist, yes, but not with the idea that it would
>change me. Just so I have someone to talk to. I told her that I had
>this group instead, and she reacted that she wouldn't push me as long
>as I felt good with it.

Okay, but it's obvious that your parents are quite different from mine.
And I don't see how it's possible to tell about a person whether or not
they are pedophile-haters.  My parents have always loved me, but they also
truly hate pedophiles.  That's why I couldn't tell them about it.  I guess
my warning is intended towards people who have parents like mine, but you
don't know who you are until it's too late.  Perhaps after I move out and
get my own place it will be easier for me to deal with the problem of my
parents (Boy would they ever freak if they found out about ASGL-L).
Fortunately, my parents never look at my email, as I have a password that
only I know.

>Of course one has to watch out who one tells. But it's often good to
>be able to tell somebody. And in my case my parents were the first
>and most obvious choice. I knew they would not condemn me. And they 
>didn't.

That's good.  I wish I knew someone I could confide in.  I had a friend
that I suspected to be a pedophile, but he's engaged now, so now I'm not
so sure.  And he's not close enough of a friend for me to confide in him
for this sort of thing.

Besides, after all the trouble you've been in lately, why should I take
advice from you?  No offense, my friend, I truly do feel sorry for you
(regarding that pool incident) but millionaires do not go to beggars for
financial advice.

--

'Beamish' wrote:
>girls in varied attire.  Dresses, shorts, bikinis, spandex... Little
>girls as far as the eye could see. Some of my little sister's
>girlfriends were there and one got quite friendly with me.

That's what heaven will be like.  Although I expect them to be naked.

>On the way to the festival, my mother who had picked me up told me
>that my little sister is quite the sexual extrovert, as she always
>has her hands in her pants playing with herself.

Out of curiosity, how old is your sister?  Perhaps I'd like to meet her.
I think it's incredibly cute when children masturbate.

When I was a little boy, my mom was always telling me to get my hands out
of my pants.  She is seriously opposed to masturbation, especially for
children, because it is psychologically damaging to them.  Perhaps that is
why I became a pedophile.  (My parents' reasoning, not mine)

>'Christian' wrote:
>>My mother, being the observant and smart woman that she is,
>>noticed the way I look at little girls, and is afraid that
>>I might be a threat to them.  My parents, although (I
>>think) they hate pedophiles, love me very much and have a
>>great deal of difficulty coming to terms with the fact
>>that I'm a pedophile.  Let me tell you, NEVER let anyone
>>find out about you if you're a pedophile, ESPECIALLY your
>>parents.  My parents have made my life quite miserable.
>>They've sent me to see some psychiatrists at [a local
>>institute].  Let me tell you, psychiatrists are all a
>>bunch of quacks.  They hate pedophiles just as much as
>>anyone, and are more concerned with making themselves look
>>good than with actually helping anyone.
>It's my step-dad who gives me the most hell about
>it.  He's even gone so far as to tell certain members of my mother's
>side of the family.  Now, I am not welcome at any of my mom's side
>of the family, get-togethers because they all think I'll go after
>the little kids in my family.  Asshole!

Wow.  Even my parents haven't done that.  But then again I have a
biological father and not a stepfather.  But still...

My mother is often reluctant to invite my cousins AT and LT (I use
initials only, to preserve anonymity) over, because she is afraid I have
done or will do something to them.  I try to convince them that I've never
sexually touched my cousins, but they say "How do we know that for sure?"
I also say to my parents that I am not a rapist or a homosexual and will
do my best to stay out of trouble with the law and live a good Christian
life, but again they say "How do we know that for sure?"

By the way, did your stepfather ever tell any of the folks on his own side
of the family?

My father has said to me that I should never have children of my own,
because I will be tempted to have sex with my daughters.  I tried
reasoning with him that "Mom was 20 when you married her, and now [my
sister] is 25.  Did you ever have a sexual attraction towards [my
sister]?"  His response was "I only love her as a father should love his
children."  I asked him why he refused to believe that the same could be
true for me.  All he could say was "Pedophiles just are that way."  What
does he know?  He's not a pedophile.

>I am a pedophile, I have to live with it, and I
>am quite well adjusted. I suspect you are too, 'Christian',
>although your family may think otherwise.

Almost every time my mother talks to me she breaks out into tears and
exclaims "Where have I failed as a parent?"  Mom, you haven't failed.  I'm
a good Christian man, I am not a killer, a thief, or a rapist (all things
which are inherently wrong).  I'm just a good peophile.  But to my
parents, that is an oxymoron.  When you talk about "my family" I assume
you only mean my parents.  My siblings do not know, although I
think my brother suspects.

My parents have told me that even smiling at girls is psychologically
damaging to them.  If I truly believed that, I would instantly leap off a
tall building without a second thought to prevent more harm from coming to
children.  I have told my parents this, and they just sort of cry when
they think about it.  Interesting that they still want to convince me.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>She approached me and more or less demanded intercourse.  That led
>to a series of discussions, in which she decided that we must
>keep our relationship quiet, so that it could continue.  We 
>have been intimate ever since.

I'm happy to hear this, but children need to be taught that they can't
"demand" intercourse from anyone, but only encourage or even just suggest
it.  But parents don't teach their kids this stuff because they figure
kids are too young anyway.  Oh well.  I would love to have a Rachel of my
own, but alas, my parents would never allow that (not that I've asked
permission; I just know).

I have quite a bit more to say, but I'll wait till my next post to say it.
I may have gone on quite a bit today.  You can expect more from me next
time.  Until then, I wish you all the very best.

'Christian'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'sLeepOVER' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Please forgive and forget my last
posting wherein I spoke of things
like suicide.  I am not usually
given to flights of gloom like 
that.  I will be fine and feel
emvarrassed for having posted that.

'sLeepOVER'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Christian' wrote about testing & wife:
>In fact, one of them told me that because I am a pedophile,
>I would never be able to keep a wife and live a normal life.
>What does he know?

Actually the last group I was with recognize you to find more healthier
habit; like finding a girl friend.

Me I cannot thrust them and I feel unconfortable with them. Part of it being
also my military life. When I joined the military, the definition of a man
was the one that had the best trophy case and drank the other guy under the
table. That was right out of the Christian brother school. So f*ck them,
drop them and get another one was what life was all about. Also those day a
man did not deal with is emotion, he just hide and bury them. I never learn
to go out and have a long lasting relation with any woman. I had a
disastrous marriage and did not want to repeat it.

I did have a friend in the group that got involved with a woman and last
time I saw him he looked happy. For me this have never being an option. I
guess I  really wanted to make it work it would. But I cannot forget my
first love (little girls) and a new girl girlfriend that things get serious,
would have to know about it. That does make it hard to start.

>And my parents are always cutting out
>newspaper articles about convicted child molesters and
>giving them to me.  I find this very insulting, because
>I am not like the molesters you read about in the paper.

Have you spoken about your feeling in regards to your action. I have done so
with my mother that kept saying "these are not good for you (ie: pics on
web)", "you will get back to jail", and others. My cousin with her snarky
remarks about "child molester ... those pedophile", I pointed to her the
difference and that I was a pedophile and if did consider me as a child
molester. Her answer was no your so gentle and caring with the kids. I
haven't heard to many thing from her since then.

>Anyway, when I was
>at the Institute, they put me through what they call "sex
>testing".

Called many thing depending of the country your living in, if I remember
well they used to call it "penile sensitization test" or something like
that. Not important I guess. I went trough it 3 times (different phase of
the treatment). There was also many other test that evaluated my sexual
attraction and social life.

But you're right about...
>Some of the stories were pretty
>disgusting... <snip>
>I had to listen to this crap while
>some jerk was measuring my penis.  I hated it.

Some of the story are real charming and are too few to get you really
aroused. I cheated the system (get out of the hospital) by... when my penis
started to erect I would think or those disgusting stories of violent
selfish act that was coming. Since there was more of them then the mutual
(or small encouragement) stories, they concluded that the treatment was
working.

>I'm afraid
>it will be a very long time before all this blows over.

Calm down .. it is not so bad. Look at it this way ... Did you like it when
the little girl got beaten and killed?

When my pedophile side come out in the open, it was at the same time that we
had two big violent events happening (Mount Cashel & St-Vicent). My second
attempt to suicide was because, I was convince I was going to be like them.
That is when they decided to send me for testing (1st time).  At that time I
was in a military hospital.

Doing the penile test (afternoon 2nd day), to me it was so much traumatic to
find; that my interest was so strong and deep, that I block and did some
type of seizure. At that time I did not complete the test and did not see /
heard the violent stories. I woke up 45 mins later pillows under my knees,
with a nurse wiping my face with a wet cloth. I spoke to the doctor about;
that I could not be attracted that much to children and it was impossible
they arouse me like that, it was not me, and I could not became like those
on the news.

I was not returned to the military hospital. They got me into the center and
got me ready to redo the test procedure 3 days later. This time, I knew and
accepted that I was attracted to children's.  This time I did complete the
test (barely), since at one point my heart rate and blood pressure was high
(enough) that they consider stopping again, but I hang in there and got to
see / hear the violent stories.

For the one that did not do similar test, you are not allowed to touch
yourself. You got all these wires stuck to you and you got these two button
pad in your hands (like / dislike). To me the insulting / shameful moment
is when my penis jerked up and ejaculate. By the throbbing I was resenting,
I knew the guy the other side knew about it.

When the violent part come in, the dislike button was getting to be hit
almost every second and my penis went limpy.  Altought the experience was
traumatizing, I was happy that "No I was not like" those violent pedophile
that earn the title of child molester. I loved children but had no interest
in non gentle act.

>Also, my mother has asked me to promise not to look at
>little girls anymore.  How can I make a promise I can't keep?

If you know you can't hold to hit ... don't make the promise.

So don't let this bad experience kill your spirit, find something positive.
I can even be a thing to help you resist to the temptation to touch a little
girl (if that what is what you want). Jail and traumatizing experience are a
good tools, I heard before.

Take care.

--

'Beamish' wrote:
>I almost laughed my head off. "We don't want to titillate or
>encourage pedophiles"? The poor sucker doesn't have a clue that I
>*am* a pedophile. Of course I wouldn't talk about my adult/child
>relationships in that group. But the fact that he's so closed
>minded about pedophilia, and that he lumps us in the same category
>as child molesters, is so very sad. I wonder if I should "come out"
>to him and set him straight?

I wonder if he is aware that lots of  people associate gay's with pedophile
... Then maybe that is why he is so paranoid and try to dissociate any close
tie to it.  My good if it would be know that a pedophile is in the ranks
what would people think. Although worst taught ... a girl lover and gay at
the same time.

Oh well .. a lost cause. I learn a long time ago that it was useless to try
to change their mind. Their life is so unstable and people making them look
unfit and they are so much pointed that they need an escape goat.

It is just sad that we are it.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrotes:
>
>As always she hugged me tight.  There is no sensual
>pleasure so exquisite as the touch of a little girl's skin.

Humm!!!  .....

Thinking .....

Thinking ....

Touching the skin of a little girl.  Let me think ....

Ah!!! The touch of (from) a little girl.

or ...

>she paid an 11 year old visiting girl $10 to bathe the kids.

That one is pretty good too.

>I thought of paying the 11 year old $20 to let me do the job.

I am sure the boy would not have minded the 20$.

>But that wouldn't do.

Depends who your asking.

>However, I was leaving at the time they were in the tub.
>So it was very natural to go up and say good-bye.

Of course you were forced to be social and you hated having to go in the
bathroom, right?

Lucky guy.

--

Today I saw the new advertising for the Cisco networking (about the
internet) that will hit the TV during the football playoff .... 
None to say that I must get the VCR ready. Lots of pretty kids of 
all nations.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>most obvious that is. I left a nude prepubescent girl
>as my Windows 95 wallpaper. When the tech guy booted
>up my computer, there she was, plain as day.
>
>"I like that little thing there," he said pointing to
>the nude girl, "I just wish she were a little older."
>Then he looked at me for a reaction.

Oops!!!!!!

Guess you were lucky that time.

Although... I do also have a 6 year old little girl on my desktop. She is
sitting on the side of the street sucking her thumb.

I don't think I would get the same reaction that if she was nude, but I
wonder what a tech would think.

But I better remove it anyway, although I work on my PC myself.

--

'Beamish' was replying to me:
>>Now the bad news -- loosing my angel
>>
>My friend, news like this makes me so sad.
<snip>
>Keep up the faith my friend, there is a
>little girl out there for you. I know it. There is one for all of
>us, we just have to play the waiting game, as well as be on the
>lookout so she doesn't slip away! Yeah, waiting sucks, I know all
>too well. *hug*

We all wait for that little angel, and like someone was saying in the last
letter.... it was just one minute, but a good minutes.

We take what we can when we can and learn to be happy with little things.

Thanks for your kind word.

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote back to me:
>Are you serious?  That girl has every
>right to dress the way she wants, and
>what gives you the ludicrous idea that
>she would have you in mind when she
>does so??  No offense, but that is a
>very selfish and sexist outlook, IMO.

The problem, I was having is that I did not believe that 
the little girl was made up like her taller version from 
her own will.

I agree with you sexy clothes can never excuse rape, 
but they do get us aroused and they know it. Plus I 
never did understood the need of force, so your
argument is valid to me.

>What was wrong was the mother's reaction to my attraction 
>because of the way she dressed up her little girl.

This make me think of these teens that get dressed and show 
their cleavage and breast, and then get upset because your 
admiring their gorgeous tits. If girls hate you looking at 
them, why do they dress to attract your attention?

>I see nothing at all wrong with
>your admiration of this lg, but
>I take exception with your
>explanation of such to the adult;
>it serves us ped's, not.

Actually you're right, nothing wrong with my attraction.

My problem was with the mother attitude and she made me angry.

If I remember well, she was quite upset at me telling her,
she was dressed like a whore. She might have taken the 
insult personally, more then an insult to the little 
girl. Which was frankly my intention.

>My daughter dresses this way
>all the time, and she is no
>whore, rather, she is merely
>trying to be attractive to boys,
>and she - like most lg's - goes
>a bit overboard at times.

I have nothing against little girl dressing up and trying to charmed, but
this was not a "bit", it was way overboard.

You would have given the little girl 12 more years and she would look
exactly like the girl you find on the "red light" streets after the 
sun goes down.

Girls are pretty the way they are and we should not make them at the image
of grown up. Look at what is happening in the States with the barbies and
beauty queens. Some are bordering abuse and slavery.

Just my feelings,

You all have a nice day,

'Soft_&_Gentle'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Jack'
-------------------------------------------------------------------


A little humor?
 
I was chatting online with a female friend of mine this morning.  
I say *friend*, but we have only known each other via the 
computer, and only for a couple of weeks.  Anyway... We got 
into a discussion about some of our "darker" fantasies.  One 
of hers was that she fantasized about coming home from school 
one day and finds her father in her room, sniffing her worn 
undies.  She then blackmails him into having sex with her or 
she will tell mom about him sniffing her panties... In her 
fantasy, she says she is "still naturally hairless".  This 
tells me she is fantasizing about being around 10, 11, 12 
perhaps. I asked her if she really thought that was a "dark" 
fantasy. She told me that she felt I would think it was 
"disgusting" because of my stance on KP being posted in a 
certain usenet group {my only stance was that it was off 
topic for that group mind you, but also, at this time, she 
had no idea I was a pedo}... I told her that if she thought 
that was "dark", I'd hate to see what "light" was.  She 
then says, "OK, are you ready for one that is REALLY dark?"...
I told her to go ahead... She proceeded to relate a fantasy 
that entailed her and her husband/boyfriend raising their 
children in a "loving" family from birth.  I won't go into 
detail about the fantasy, I'm sure you all understand what 
I am saying... After she finished telling me this, she says 
"Do you totally hate me now?"... I asked her why I would 
hate her, and she told me because she had those types of 
fantasies... This was where I told her that I was a pedo, 
and that her fantasy didn't bother me in the least bit.  
Her remark was, "A pedo in what sense?".  My answer: "In 
the sense that I find young girls sexually attractive."... 
We chatted a bit more about this, and then her comment was 
"I always thought pedo's were child molestors... you know...
Guys in trench coats in alleys, saying 'Want some candy 
little girl'..."

I guess my whole point of this is, even some who have 
those types of fantasies don't truly understand 
pedophilia... A bit weird {IMO}...

'Jack'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Flickorna' wrote:
>My mom has pretty much given up on having me see a
>counselor now. She has also learned to keep her mouth
>shut. Now when my mom goes somewhere she sometimes
>keeps her eyes open for pretty little girls I would like,
>and tells me about them afterward. My mom has come a
>long way toward accepting me for who I am.

That's excellent!  Maybe someday, when she comes to fully 
understand that you'd never harm a child, she'll help you 
befriend the little girls she meets :).

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
>>    [ You might want instead to think about filletting the
>>      two years or more of archives for "the best of" to
>>      make into a web-site ? ]

'Desire' responded:
>...But that's even better. Expect something by the time I find the
>time.

I'd intended to do this myself, but it's a big job for one person.
Maybe we could do it together, if you'd like help.

>But, age of consent is a secondary point, in my opinion. The first
>thing we should work on is public awareness. Awareness that
>child-adult sex is not always abuse, but can be very a very positive
>thing as well. Once people realize that, they will also realize that
>the current laws and practices on this point are ridiculous.

I agree completely.  The "Best of ASGL" could help a reader to see
pedophiles as real human beings, not faceless monsters.  How could
anyone read these pages, and not understand that we care about
children?  It would be wonderful if it could be published as a book.
We could perhaps begin the absolutely necessary task of changing
people's perceptions of us.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>Darkness
>
>He was hardly aware of the drive home, having immersed himself in 
>memories of her as a child; her crazy laugh, her wild little 
>adventures, her constant demands on him to play with her. He had 
>reveled in the little rewards she'd thrown his way,  like her 
>unexpected kisses, or her letting him rub her chest, or any of the 
>other little intimacies she had allowed him over the years.

Your prose is beautiful -- you have a talent for writing.  Remember,
even if the 'Darkness' scenario comes to pass, even when you're
losing a teenager, there are other littler girls who need a friend,
who will be delighted to have your attention and love.  Finding a
new love is the best cure for the pain of losing an old love.

'Giggle Maker'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>I am used to making love often,

> Now remember, I have
>five kids, and when they bring their
>friends over, this is doubled at
>the least.

>I am so very tired of it all,

>and most of all, tired of the
>loneliness.

You have _5_ kids?! They bring 5 others home with them? You make love
"often"? With all due respect, I don't understand how you could be 
lonely.  Try coming home to a house bereft of lover and children. 
Try coming home only to your dreams and wishes every day. Try having 
only one lg you place your hopes on and having her snatched away 
from you.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>however, we both find that unlikely, though we agree that eventually we
>will lose interest in each other sexually (I for her from her physical
>maturing, and she for me in favor of partners her own age)

I think this is a sad prospect. Although their bodies are exciting 
to us and our ideal, if we love the girl herself, is it a forgone 
conclusion that we will have no physical love for her later, once 
she matures?

I also find the idea of her choosing partners of her own age sad, 
because that implies it is a sexual union only. A true union of 
hearts and minds, I would think , would have her still desiring 
you even at 20.

Or maybe not.

--

'Jack' wrote:
>'Sunstorm' wrote:
>>Someone wrote: (Sorry I can't remember who)

>>> As girl lovers, we sometimes forget that they don't
>>> have the same thoughts that we do.  Some of us tend to think
>>> they are on the same maturity level as us, but they aren't.

>>This is one of my problems. You tend to judge their actions
>>on how YOU would react, rather than on how an lg would react
>>to things.

>No, I do not judge their actions at all.  I merely made
>a statement based on the fact that most research tells
>us that girls that age are more often than not, confused
>about how they feel...

You have misunderstood here. I was referring to myself, not to you.
_I_ tend to judge them on how I would react. I agree with you totally,
they are confused. My point is I am confused about how to deal with
the various ways they show ambiguity about relations with us.
Maybe I should have written: "One tends to judge them on how one 
would react..."

'Sunstorm'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Fonslf' wrote:
>intended for prurient laughs. :) That and the time
>Jodie Foster hosted are my two favorite "Classic" SNL
>episodes.

How about the episode that had the uncle (Dan Ackroid?) babysitting two
girls (played by Gilda and someone else?)? That's one you never see 
re-run or on the video tapes :-) My favorite line from DA "You might 
say, the woman for me just hasn't been born yet" (or words to that 
effect, haven't seen it in years).

>'Ianthe' wrote:
>
>     [ I havn't checked these for a while...
>
>       ftp://ygw.bohemianweb.com/pub/hidden/asgl/

Sadly, this one no longer exists, sorry. Maybe once I can 
afford a web space again I'll put it back online.

'PK1'
------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Can anyone else offer free web-space with ftp access,
    for the ASGL archives?  15Mb or 20Mb would be great. ]



'Sertraline' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Beamish' wrote:
>I *have* taken those kind of drugs, most notably Prozac, for my
>thoughts about little girls. Let me tell you, while it worked
>wonders for my depression, it didn't do a damn thing in regards to
>my thoughts and fantasies about little girls. 

I never said they'd make fantasies go away, or that I'd ever want them to.  
Where I had great luck with Zoloft (and some with Paxil) was in the 
breaking of compulsive thoughts.  Nor am I defining my desires as 
"compulsive" just because of psychiatric opinions. I used to have a much 
harder time just sitting back, watching, and fantasizing (or making 
reasonable social contact) without beating myself up with the 
do-something-don't-do-something cycle.  Much better now.

Did that Pierre Louys (or Anonymous?) "etiquette" book ring a bell 
with anyone?

'Sertraline'
------------------------------------------------------------
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Press cuttings round-up:

* UK: Spare your blushes: doctors create pill to stop shyness
* UK: More child abuse witch-hunts in Scotland
* UK: Law Commission in UK suggests 30-year limit to sex abuse claims
* UK: Top QC says New Labour likely to be in breach of international 
      human right conventions
* UK: Home Office brings in new child curfew laws
* UK: Freedom On Information Act delayed (again)
* UK: Mapplethorpe case dropped
* UK: NSPCC on a nice little earner in "paedophile detection"
      training for Scouts
* Canada: Crypto rules abandoned
* US: Schools try to regulate private behaviour of pupils
* Netherlands: Debate over new paedophile register
* USA: Amnesty International condemns USA
* UK: Jack Straw "enemy of the people"
* USA: Another positive Lolita review, + Shiff interview
* Arts note
------------------------------------------------------------
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_Spare your blushes: doctors create pill to stop shyness_

by Cherry Norton Social Affairs Correspondent 
  
  BRITISH scientists are to launch a pill for shyness this
week. Hot on the heels of anti-impotence and anti-obesity
treatments comes the latest lifestyle drug: a remedy for
social phobia.

A team from Bristol and Southampton universities has
successfully tested the pill, which could cure the
estimated 3m chronically shy people in Britain. At least
10m others admit to social awkwardness.

The drug, to be marketed by SmithKline Beecham, the British
pharmaceutical company, has been licensed by the government
as a treatment for shyness and social phobia, which means
it will be available on the National Health Service.

Experts believe it could prove a huge new financial drain
on the NHS. If all Britain's chronically shy took it up, it
could cost the NHS as much as 700m a year. It is already
feared that the demand for other so-called lifestyle drugs,
such as Viagra, the anti-impotence pill, and Xenical, the
anti-obesity drug, could add 1.2 billion to the NHS bill. 
The shyness pill works by increasing the level of seratonin
in the brain, a chemical which induces a sense of euphoria,
boosts feelings of wellbeing and so improves people's
self-confidence.

"It is not a wonder drug to turn anoraks into witty
after-dinner speakers but it will help people with a
serious medical phobic condition," said Dr Brian Goss, who
is on the GPs' committee of the British Medical
Association.

One patient who took part in the trial, a 29-year-old woman
from southwest London, was so shy that she avoided going
out because of the risk of meeting strangers. After three
months on the pill her life has been transformed, with
every weekend spent "pubbing and clubbing to make up for
lost time", her psychiatrist said.

The drug, Seroxat, was originally licensed to treat
depression. However, Dr David Wheatley, a consultant
psychiatrist who carried out part of the clinical trial for
SmithKline Beecham, said: "Improvements were noticed within
a week. It seems that it is working on completely different
chemical receptors in the brains of people suffering from
social phobia." 

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_The worst accusation a parent can face_
        
by Stephen Breen  


  IT IS every mother's worst nightmare: to be wrongly
accused by a doctor of causing the child they love to
become ill. 

The trauma becomes unbearable when this damning allegation
leads to the child being taken into care. 

The Scotsman has discovered that doctors are increasingly
mistakenly branding parents who disagree with them over the
diagnosis or treatment of their children as having
abused their chikdren because they have Munchausen 
syndrome by proxy (MSBP). 

The condition came to prominence in 1993 when a nurse,
Beverly Allitt, who killed four children and attacked nine
others at Grantham Hospital, was thought to have it. 
It is an extremely rare condition where adults, usually
mothers, intentionally harm children by fabricating illness
to draw attention to themselves. It ranges from feigning
imaginary illnesses to physically making the child ill. 
The diagnosis of MSBP is an extremely difficult one to
make. 

In 1996, the British Paediatric Association Surveillance
Unit completed a two-year study of 128 cases, including
three from Scotland, of suspected MSBP or where children
had been poisoned or suffocated. It found 97 children were
victims of MSBP. This included 26 who had been poisoned and
14 who had been suffocated. 

The report found MSBP was still extremely rare, occurring
among one in every 200,000 children under 16. 

In each of the 128 cases in the study, child protection
conferences had been started which led to more than 100
children being put on the at-risk register and 34 parents
being prosecuted. The study concerned mainly very young
children, with an average age of 20 months. The
paediatricians reported that in 85 per cent of the cases
they were more than 90 per cent certain their diagnosis was
correct.

*The Scotsman* has discovered evidence of doctors wrongly 
blaming mothers for harming their offspring in cases 
where there is a dispute over treatment. This has triggered 
social services to begin protection proceedings to take 
children into care. 

A small band of health professionals is becoming alarmed
that the "hysteria" unleashed by the Allitt case has led
doctors and social workers to wrongly brand mothers as
having MSBP. A number of contentious MSBP diagnoses were
made in the wake of the Allitt case. 

Dr Eric Mart, a consultant psychologist from New Hampshire,
says the term is being applied frequently and without
compelling proof in the US. He predicts a scandal will hit
Britain which will dwarf the Cleveland child sex abuse
affair of 1987 when many parents were wrongly accused of
molesting their children. 

"It is going to escalate like child sex abuse until a few
scientists say: 'Wait a minute, what are we doing? We are
causing a tremendous amount of damage and we don't really
know what we are doing'."

More than 300 mothers from Britain, the US, New Zealand
and Australia who believe they have been wrongly branded as
having MSBP have contacted an internet support group. 

Dr Colin Morley, a Cambridge paediatrician and a critic of
the way MSBP is diagnosed, said the definitions were
confusing and urged "abandonment of the term in favour of
giving an exact description of what has happened to the
child".

One of the most controversial aspects of MSBP is the use of
behavioural profiles to identify abusers. Critics say the
profiles are a "logical fallacy", which make it impossible
for an accused mother to be found innocent. 

The characteristics include: frequently referring a child 
to a doctor; being unusually calm in the face of their 
child's serious illness; parents fitting in contentedly 
to ward life; anxiety when separated from the child;
over-protectiveness of the child; convincing denial by the
parent; and seeking attention.

Tom Ryan, a Arizona lawyer who has helped mothers accused
of MSBP, said the profile had been "horribly abused" as
part of a "witch hunt".

He said: "The profile is contemptibly weak, a logical
fallacy. It's a case of 'heads I win, tails you lose'. If a
mother is convincing in her denial it is seen as an
indicator that she is MSBP. There is no way the mother can
win unless the lawyer is skilled enough to expose the
logical fallacy."

The pressure group, Action for ME, says that between 450
and 600 parents contact them each year fearing that social
services will begin investigating them because they are
resisting the advice of their doctors.

--

 Sidebar, case study:

  SOCIAL workers who took four children from a Scottish
mother pursued her to New Zealand and Australia and tried
to snatch her newest baby, *writes Stephen Breen*. 

The social workers in Hampshire took the woman's four
children into care two years ago after accusing her of
abusing her nine-year-old twin girls, who are brain
damaged. The girls were born at 26 weeks and suffered brain
haemorrhages, which resulted in them being hyperactive with
communication problems. 

The woman, who was born in Aberdeen, was alleged to have
Munchausen syndrome by proxy and accused of abusing the
children. 

The woman's mother, who has a 25-year psychiatric history,
made allegations to social services about her daughter. 

Lisa Blakemore-Brown, a chartered psychologist and
specialist in attention deficit disorder who gave evidence
for the woman, is convinced she does not have MSBP. 
She said social services acted in a "climate of complete
hysteria" because there was a similar local case at the
time. 

Social services had known that the nine-year-old twins had
problems for years but only branded the woman as having
MSBP because of the other local case. 

Ms Blakemore-Brown and a paediatrician gave evidence that
the children's behaviour was explained by the brain damage
caused by them being born so prematurely. 

Thirteen people were prepared to testify that the woman's
three-year-old girl and five-year-old boy were perfectly
normally behaved. 

"The pivotal issue was that the children had problems but
myself and a paediatrician recognised what the problems
were," she said. 

"Rather than looking at what was wrong with the children
they concentrated on the mother's relationship with her own
mother. 

"They said she had a typical history of a MSBP. There was
no logic to it at all - it was like a medieval witch hunt."

--------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
--------------------------------------------------------------
 
UK, October 1998     

The Law Commission in England and Wales has proposed changes 
which would give a 30-year limit to claims for personal 
injuries, including psychological harm caused by sexual abuse. 

A time-limit of three years currently applies to negligence 
actions, but the courts have been given a wide discretion 
to waive it in cases where there is good reason why the 
claim has not been brought earlier. 

Two years ago the European Court of Human Rights barred 
a man from bringing a civil action for damages for 
psychological injury suffered as a result of being 
sexually assaulted as a child. 

The court said that the statutory time-limit of six years
in England and Wales on bringing an action - which runs
from the age of 18 - should apply.

--

_Top QC blasts New Labour over legal reforms_

Heather Hallett QC, the chairman of the Bar Council, 
has warned that the UK is likely to be found in 
multiple breach of the European Convention of Human 
Rights.  In a stinging attack on government policy, 
she said fundamental legal principles were being 
undermined by proposed reforms such as denying a 
defendant the right to cross-examine the alleged 
victim of a sex attack, the proposal to deny the 
right to jury trials, the imprisonment of children, 
and the recent anti-terrorism law that allows a 
police officer's opinion as sole evidence in court.

--

UK, October 1998

MINISTERS are planning to withhold benefits from 
disabled people and lone parents unless they
are actively seeking jobs.

European statistics released today underlined 
the urgency of the problem. They showed the
number of lone parents with dependent children 
had almost doubled between 1983 and 1996 to 
nearly one in four, the highest proportion by far 
in the whole of the European Union. 

--

October 98

          THE Home Office is bracing itself for a flood of
applications from police and local authorities in England
and Wales seeking permission to set up child curfew schemes. 
Under legislation in the Crime and Disorder Act local
authorities will be able to ask for permission to enforce
child curfews.

 Critics say police already have the power to return
children home if they feel that they are in danger or
posing a nuisance. The Penal Affairs Consortium said: "It
would apparently apply not just to children in moral danger
but to nine-year-olds playing football near their homes at
five past nine on a light evening. It is difficult to see
it as a good use of police time to sort out the
nine-year-olds from the 10-year-olds in such a group and
take home the former." A child in breach of the curfew 
order would be taken home by police and the family visited 
within 48 hours for assessment by social workers.

 From tomorrow, magistrates in selected areas will also
have the power to impose safety orders on children 
under 10 who are deemed "at risk of behaving in an 
anti-social manner."

--

UK, Oct 98

  THE police and security services look certain to be
excluded from freedom of information legislation after it
emerged last night that the flagship policy will again be
delayed. 

MPs were due to start scrutinising a draft bill later this
month but Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, confirmed that it
cannot now be published until next year.  

The proposed bill would give everyone a legal right to see
information held by local authorities and government
departments and agencies. 

Andrew Puddephatt of Charter 88 said: "There's too much
pressure for the bill to get lost altogether, with the
Home Office in charge." 

Maurice Frankel, director of the Campaign for Freedom of
Information, said the latest delay meant that the
legislation was now unlikely to be introduced before 2001. 
"We are very unhappy about the delay given that it has been
included in every Labour manifesto since 1974. "We are 
further troubled by the Home Office's supervision
of the bill." 

Professor Alan Miller, the director of the Scottish Human
Rights Centre, called the delay "unacceptable" and said
that Whitehall seemed unprepared and perhaps lacked the
necessary culture of openness to enact the bill.

--

UK, October 98

 _Mapplethorpe Case Dropped_ 

 Britain's Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) on September 
30 abandoned an effort to censor photos by the
late Robert Mapplethorpe under the Obscene Publications
Act. Earlier this year, West Midlands police had seizes a 
university library copy of a book of Mapplethorpe photos, 
following a call from a photo lab that was developing 
her own copies of the pictures.

Ironically, the thesis she was writing was entitled "Fine
Art versus Pornography." 

Although the book had been published in England for 
several years, with copies kept in some of the nation's 
most prestigious art book collections, police had asked 
the University and the publisher to destroy all copies 
of it, and the case was sent on to prosecutors when 
they refused. However, the CPS determined there was 
"insufficient evidence to provide a realistic prospect
of conviction.

University Vice Chancellor Dr. Peter Knight told the
"Independent" newspaper that, "The police made a bad
judgment call. It should never have been referred to the
CPS. This unprecedented case shows the Obscene Publications
Act is ridiculous and out of date."           

--

_Training drive to detect paedophiles_

The National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Children (NSPCC) has set up the scheme to train Scout
leaders and St John Ambulance staff in detecting 
paedophiles.  The charity said the move was in
response to requests from youth organisations that
recognised that infiltration by paedophiles had 
become a serious problem. 

  [ Ianthe's comment - the scouts were _founded_ 
    by paedophiles... but they've only just 
    noticed they might have been "infiltrated" ?
    Sounds like a classic case of projection to
    me... ;) ]

The Scout Association is recruiting 70 Child Protection 
Co-ordinators, who will be sent to the NSPCC's
training centre in Leicester. 

They will then instruct leaders of the 10,000 Scouting
groups in implementing a child-protection policy which
demands that at least two adults are present in any
Scouting activity. 

The St John Ambulance has a team of Child Protection
Officers who are also receiving training from the NSPCC. 

--

_Canadians Can Now Use Any Encryption They Want ...
Without Giving 'Key' To Government_
 
October 1, 1998

 -- Canadians will have the right to use any 
technology they wish to encrypt their online 
communications, without first having to hand 
over a key to the code to the police. 

Industry Minister John Manley made the announcement
Thursday while releasing the government's policy on
cryptography, a method used to transform information 
into a mathematical formula that can't be deciphered 
without having the right key.
 
Law enforcement officials had advocated a system in 
which users of the technology would be required to 
give a copy of their private code to the authorities. 

To answer their concerns, the government has promised
legislative amendments which would make it an offense 
to use cryptography to commit or hide evidence of a 
crime. 

------------------------------------------------------------



------------------------------------------------------------

USA, 

Sept 28, 1998

  Spurred by campus shootings and the popular appeal of 
"zero tolerance" as a response to drugs, many public school
districts are disciplining students for off-campus conduct.

Courts are deciding how far the schools may reach into
their students' lives, and sometimes setting the limits far
beyond the schoolhouse doors.

An informal survey turned up cases in almost all of the
nine Western states under the jurisdiction of the 9th U.S.
Circuit Court of Appeals.

Some schools are cracking down on what students may say.
 
For example, in Bend, Ore., a young publisher was expelled
from high school after copies of his anti-authoritarian
magazine were circulated on campus.  Claiming the district
overreacted, Pangle sued but lost. An appeal is pending.

In other cases the schools are reaching off campus to
punish students for smoking and drinking.

The lawyer, David Shores, who specializes in such cases,
said, "My phone rings off the hook."

Shores and other lawyers say the pace of complaints has
increased sharply with the spread of "zero tolerance" rules
-- school policies that require throwing the book at
petty drink and smoking offences.

In July, in another of Shores' cases, a judge ruled that
Capistrano Unified School District, also in Orange County,
could subject two girls to expulsion hearings. Stacey Ogg
and Veronia Behunin had gotten drunk on a drill team trip
to Austria during spring break. Citing a provision of the
California Education Code that prohibits alcohol, tobacco
and drugs at school-sponsored activities, the judge said
the trip was a school function.

School authorities defend "zero tolerance" as a strong
deterrent to student substance abuse.  But Shores said 
"zero tolerance" makes no allowance for the "dumb 
high jinks" that are part of growing up and "relieves 
(authorities) of the obligation for thinking."

Two years ago a Montana state court struck down one school
district's anti-partying rule for sweeping too broadly.
Several high school students had been disqualified from
campus activities for merely attending a party where
alcohol was served, though they did not drink.

Three years ago when a high school principal in Washington
state retaliated against a senior for using the Internet 
to criticize his peers for "majoring in football" and 
being preoccupied with sex.

The principal withdrew her support for Paul Kim's
candidacy for a national merit scholarship and told seven
universities to disregard any recommendations of Kim that
may have been submitted by school administrators.

After the ACLU threatened to sue, however, the Bellevue
School District acknowledged that it had exceeded its
limits. It also promised to have Kim reinstated as a
scholarship finalist and paid him $2,000 for scholarship
aid that he may have lost.

----------------------------------------------------------


The Netherlands:
----------------------------------------------------------

Blacklist of child abusers.

Minister: forbid job with youths

Minister Korthals (Law) wants to establish an official 
central notification list where schools and children's 
hospitals can find whether a job applicant has been 
condemned for 'offences against morality'.

Through a national registration Korthals wants to avoid 
the ease with which declarations of good behaviour 
are given for applicants. At the moment mayors give 
such a declaration, but the minister is under the 
impression that they sometimes do that too easily.

On the other hand Korthals does add a critical 
observation to his proposal to tackle pedophiles who 
apply for work with children nationally. "One 
should watch out that one does not steroetype and
completely shut people off from society," said the 
minister.

The largest union of educational staff AOb is of 
the opinion that everybody has the right to a 
second chance. A blacklist of teachers that in the 
past have molested children is therefore in the 
eyes of the teacher's union fundamentally wrong.

According to O. Bosma of the AOb teachers already have 
to ask for a declaration of good behaviour with the 
local authority, when they apply for a tenured position. 
The declaration is only given if the applicant does 
not have a police record. Depending on the seriousness 
of the crime the police record is cleaned at some point 
in time.

Korthals stresses that he is not concerned with people 
against who are only charged or suspected. The minister 
noted that judge's decisions are already public. "Everyone 
can go to the courts of law to check whether a person 
has prior convictions. The central registry does not
break any principle, but just creates an extra facility,"
Korthals declared.

Indirectly he criticized his predecessor Sorgdrager by 
pointing out that specialists at the CRI that had been 
appointed under her administration in practice did not 
fully devote themselves to the fight against child porn. 
Korthals has increased the number of specialists at CRI 
to five and will personally control whether they keep 
to their task.  Also the Division Central Detective 
Information (CRI) gets three added personnel, who will 
especially work against child porn and child prostitution.

--

Also Trouw, redactional comment:

_Child Violators_

Something can be said for registering child violators with the purpose
of excluding them from schools and such. Experience learns that the
chance of repetition is high under these delinquents, so it stands for
reason not to expose them to the temptation. A registration where the
institutions can directly check whether an applicant has crimes on his
record, can help. The encroachment on their privacy does not measure
up against the interest to protect children against violations of their
physical integrity. Yet it is a good thing to think about the
consequences of such a drastic step. One can say with minister
Korthals of Law that in principle nothing is going on, because judicial
sentences are already public and creating a register only facilitates
this publicnbess, but that is too much [..Sorry, the dictionary gave no
translation of this meaning of the word, it literally means 'making 
relative'..]. Materially this means that all these offenders are all
lumped together, are branded for life and never can lose the stamp 'once
a child violator, always a child violator'.

With that, almost silently, it would be accepted that all these people
would not be thought able to better their lives. That may be realistic,
but then government and parliament should say that out loud. With that
we will have to take into account that registration of these offenders
will enable the call for registration of other criminals, such as
thieves and robbers. That would mean that the adagium 'once a thief,
always a thief' would be elevated to the premise of our judicial
system, and we would let go of resocialisation as a purpose.

With these objections we do not want to take away from the interest 
of children that is at stake here, and that should weigh very 
heavily. But we should be certain that what looks good, is good, 
also on this delicate matter.


---------------------------------------------------------------



---------------------------------------------------------------

USA, 4th Oct 98 

_Amnesty puts US in the dock over human rights record_

For the first time, the London-based human rights agency
Amnesty International has made the US the target of its 
worldwide campaign, accusing it of double standards and 
creating a climate "in which human rights violations thrive".

The 153-page report, which is released on Tuesday, attacks
the US for what it calls "a persistent and widespread
pattern of human rights violations". Although Amnesty has
often criticised the US in the past, and carried out
investigations into specific issues, it is the first time
it has made it the focus of its campaign for the year.
Previous subjects in recent years have included Rwanda,
Haiti, Afghanistan and Guatemala.

US federal and state authorities, police, immigration and
prison officers are all criticised in the wide-ranging
report that paints a picture of generalised gratuitous
violence, sexual abuse and cruelty. Shocked at being
singled out for such ferocious criticism, the State
Department is planning to issue a detailed repudiation
tomorrow. The Clinton administration in particular has
always been a supporter of Amnesty International, and there
was a clear sense of betrayal over the report.

The authors of the report said: "While successive US
governments have used international human rights standards
as a yardstick by which to judge other countries they have
not consistently applied those same standards at home.
Across the USA people have been beaten, kicked, punched,
choked and shot by police officers even when they posed no
threat."

Aside from famous cases such as the beating of Rodney King
by Los Angeles police, numerous instances of police
brutality are cited. "Police officers have beaten and shot
unresisting suspects; they have misused batons, chemical
sprays and electro-shock weapons; they have injured or
killed people by placing them in dangerous restraint holds."

It claims that authorities pay out millions of dollars in
damages rather than actually tackle the problem or
institute any form of accountability. The report accuses
the US of refusing to recognise the primacy of
international law, reserving the right to use death penalty
against juveniles, not paying its dues to the UN, to which
it now owes over a billion dollars, and being one of only
two countries (along with Somalia) that has failed to
ratify the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.

Conditions in American prisons come in for particular
criticism. The number of people in US jails has tripled
since 1980 to more than 1.7 million, and chains and
leg-irons are commonly used as restraints despite being
prohibited by international law.

The report says: "Women and men are subjected to sexual as
well as physical abuse. Overcrowded and underfunded prisons
control inmates by isolating them for long periods and by
using methods of restraint that are cruel, degrading and
sometimes life-threatening. Victims include pregnant women,
the mentally ill and even children."

According to the authors of the report, much of this abuse
is linked to racism. They say: "The US has not succeeded in
eradicating the discriminatory treatment of blacks, Latinos
and other minority groups."

They also point out that up to one third of _all_ young
black men are in jail or on parole or probation and that 
in 39 states, workers can be legally dismissed from their 
jobs because of their sexual orientation. 

----------------------------------------------------------



Editorials:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Jack Straw, enemy of the people_

The Sunday Times: News Review
  
October 4 1998

  It is hard not to like Jack Straw. No politically correct
whingeing ninny this.  Our Jack's the lad to put the human 
touch back into law and order, or "crime and disorder" as 
he puts it. Putting the villains away is what we want. As 
cheaply as possible. In fact, Straw is so keen on efficiency 
that he is in danger of forgetting the principles of British 
justice.

When he talks about the horrific rise in rape cases and his
intention to spare the "victim" the pain of being
questioned by the defendant, he should mind his language.
In more than one rape case the "victim" is the wrongly
accused defendant. It is out of order for the home
secretary to glibly dispose of the presumption of
innocence. 

When he talks about abolishing the right to jury trial for
those accused of "middle-ranking" offences from theft to
grievous bodily harm, we are right to worry. Straw could
yet remove that right from anyone with a previous
conviction. 

Happily, the jury is still out on that one, but only for as
long as Straw allows it. Putting bombers behind bars is an
excellent idea, but not on the hearsay evidence of one
policeman. Throwing away principles that go back to Magna
Carta itself is dangerous tinkering with the foundations of
democracy for the sake of political expediency. And we know
where that leads. 

The insidious danger of vote-winning policies, particularly
where law enforcement is concerned, is that anyone who has
been mugged or burgled - and who hasn't? - is tempted
automatically to agree. Telling tales on naughty neighbours
may 'clean up' your area, but like many other of Straw's
ideas, it has nasty precedents in police states. 
Straw believes nanny knows best. Maybe, but it depends on
the nanny and what sort of state she is in. 

--------------------------------------------------------------



Reviews:
--------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Yet another positive Lolita review (don't read if 
     you don't want to know the plot...) ]


_The Boston Phoenix_ 
October 1 - 8, 1998

*Lolita* seduces
                              
by Peter Keough
                              
_LOLITA, Directed by Adrian Lyne. Written by Stephen Schiff
adapted from the novel by Vladimir Nabokov. With Jeremy
Irons, Dominique Swain, Melanie Griffith, and Frank
Langella. A Samuel Goldwyn Film release. At the Kendall
Square._

__The new adaptation of *Lolita *has struggled against so
many obstacles before it reached the screen that whether it
is any good seems almost irrelevant. Pedophilia was just
the beginning of its problems -- what about Adrian Lyne?
Was the director who blew Glenn Close away in a bathtub in
*Fatal Attraction *the best person to deal with a
subjective narrative that's immersed in the most sublime
English prose of this half-century and told from an utterly
unreliable narrative point of view? Was the guy who sent
Kim Basinger crawling after greenbacks up to translating
onto film this masterpiece of sexual obsession? 

        Some misgivings are eased in the first few minutes.
Humbert Humbert (Jeremy Irons), rueful, resigned, and
magnificently ruined, drives his 1948 Plymouth "woody" down
a rolling highway past shimmering landscapes, his hands
bloodstained and clutching a bobby pin, swerving from side
to side on the road with deliberate indifference. "Lolita,"
he says in voiceover, "Light of my life, fire of my loins.
My soul, my sin."

It's the first of the film's generous quotations from the
novel, and from that moment on it will be impossible to
hear Nabokov's prose in any other voice than Irons's. This
capturing of the voice of the novel goes a long way to
making its despicable events not only comprehensible but
tragically moving -- as well as defusing the film's lapses
in taste. Throw in Lyne's (for the most part)
uncharacteristic visual restraint and inspiration, Stephen
Schiff's shrewd screenplay, and solid performances headed
by Irons's best since *Dead Ringers* and *Lolita* the movie
comes close to transforming the sordid case history of a
fortysomething European pedant obsessed with a precocious
but otherwise ordinary 12-year-old girl into a universal
ode to loss and desire.

For Humbert is not so much a pervert as a romantic. In
one of his best sequences, Lyne relates the explanation of
Humbert's tendencies -- an adolescent love that ended with
his beloved Annabel's sudden death from typhoid -- with a
gold-tinged, fade-to-black series of flashback episodes
that give credence to what could have come across as pat
rationalization. Years later, adrift in small-town American
academe, Humbert, already an acknowledged fancier of
"nymphets" (sexually awakened girls of the same age as the
late Annabel), meets his match in Dolores Haze (newcomer
Dominique Swain, a bit horsy but deftly balancing guile and
ingenuousness). In one of Lyne's too frequent kitschy
groaners, Lolita, as the ready linguist Humbert will dub
her, is spotted lolling under a lawn sprinkler, more a
candidate for a wet-T-shirt contest than a Dantesque vision.

But then, the point of the book and movie might be that
both are one and the same. Lolita is the daughter of
Charlotte (Melanie Griffith, making blowziness a virtue),
Humbert's widowed landlady, a vulgarian jealous of her
daughter and hot for Humbert. He exploits Charlotte to gain
access to Lolita, and the awkward dance between
avuncularism and eroticism between him and the teasing
Lolita aches with possibility and frustration. A
catastrophe intercedes (Lyne's handling of this accident,
as with a later scene of violence, is subtle, shocking, and
surreal), Humbert's dream comes true, and he flees across
America with his illicit beloved, pursued, it turns out, by
more than his guilty conscience.

This odyssey is long and troubled not just for the
runaway couple. Nabokov set his story in a late-'40s
America that was as alien, appalling, and as attractive to
him as, well, a 12-year-old American girl is to his hero,
and he reproduces the milieu with hallucinatory accuracy.
The filmmakers are less rigorous. Anachronisms coupled with
Lyne's predilection for the garishly trite (a scene with a
bug zapper is especially egregious, and Lolita's food
fetishism a la *9-1/2* Weeks is laughable) come close to
smashing the artifice to pieces. On the other hand, Schiff
creditably fills the gaps left by the text in the details
of the pair's lives on the road together -- the bizarre but
eerily familiar mix of parent/lover, idol/annoyance that is
their relationship.
        
As for pedophilia, it goes neither unpunished nor 
uncomprehended. As Lyne suggests, the distance between
Humbert's point of view and reality grows the farther he
and Lolita flee, and so does his awareness of his
culpability and doom. In the inexorably wrenching ending, a
return to the opening images that fulfills the promise of
their poetry, Humbert realizes that his love for children
is compensation for the loss of childhood itself, the
innocence before words and images got in the way. For most
of us, there is the consolation of art -- which *Lolita*,
both Lyne's and Nabokov's, fulfills.

------------------------------------------------------------


Interview:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Stephen Schiff, screenwriter for Lolita:_

The obvious question -- what's the number of your agent? --
I never asked. Stephen Schiff, former film editor of the
*Boston Phoenix* and screenwriter for Adrian Lyne's new
adaptation of Vladimir Nabokov's *Lolita*,* *still had
plenty to talk about. Being on the receiving end of
moralistic attacks, for example -- not just for his role in
bringing to the screen one of the most controversial films
in Hollywood history, but for reviewing such films.

"Feminist groups picketed the *Phoenix* for my review of
Brian De Palma's *Dressed To Kill*," he recalls. "They also
graffiti'd my name somewhere. I remember all that -- going
on the talk shows and having angry women call me. In your
archives, probably, there's this follow-up article about
how I became an enemy of the people. I was pretty surprised
about the reaction. I've been more surprised about
*Lolita*, though."

And well he might be. A high-budgeted studio adaptation
of a prestigious work of literature by a major director
with big stars and positive reviews, it's been kept from
the big screen by the subtlest and most insidious kind of
censorship -- self-imposed commercial cowardice. "Nothing
like this has ever happened before. There has been all
sorts of governmental censorship, often with movies of a
much smaller scale, but for a movie of this dimension and
high profile, not to mention budget, to be given an R
rating with no problem and then de facto banned by the
industry itself is a unique event.

"I think it happened for a number of reasons. The broad
one is that at this moment we seem to have a shrinking
culture, and for my entire adulthood we've had an expanding
culture. In a way the two *Lolitas *to me are like bookends
of a cultural moment. The Kubrick *Lolita* happens in 1962,
when things are just beginning to loosen up and be
liberated. That's the sensibility of that movie, this kind
of wink and smirk, naughty glee -- oh look at what we can
get away with -- even though there's nothing more salacious
in it than a peck on the cheek.

"And now, the other *Lolita* comes at a moment when
suddenly the culture seems to be getting smaller.  When 
we began showing *Lolita* to the movie studios, it was 
March 1997. December 1996, three months before, was 
when JonBenet Ramsey was murdered -- the air was full 
of that, and full of the Belgian sex murders.

"There are lots of other factors. We got these raves from
studio heads, but when it came time to step up to the plate
and distribute the thing, the doors closed. It began to
become a de facto banning. They were worried about what had
happened when feminists went after *The People vs. Larry
Flynt*. It was felt it crippled the film's box office and
its chances for awards at the end of the year. They were
cowardly, but not cowardly without reason in the current
atmosphere."

Schiff notes the irony that the same people who would
condemn his film are responsible for polluting the media
with the far more graphic and demoralizing details of the
Monica Lewinsky case. "The so-called spokespeople for the
culture, when the Monica Lewinsky story broke, thought,
`This is the most shocking thing in the world! They'll
hound him out of office in a week.' Finally, they had the
brilliance to turn to the culture and poll them, and the
culture came back and said, `Shut up and let him do his
work.' "

Schiff wants those "spokespeople" to let him do his work,
too, which is to subject the extremes of human behavior to
the clarifying and redeeming power of art.

"Of course Humbert's a monster, but it was very important
to me to make him a sympathetic monster. I think one of the
great things that art can do and literature can do is put
you deeply inside someone whom you would never otherwise be
inside of. It expands us by making us understand that which
we cannot understand even though we condemn it."   

-------------------------------------------------------------



Arts note:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Ambrogi, Patti_

Photographer whose series _Xs And Os: The Sun And The Earth_
(1992) depicts her twin daughters playing together, nude
(sometimes nestling in each other's goins). The images are
overlayed with text about child pornography. 

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Daveboy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Friends

There's been a lot of talk here about posting true experiences 
so here's some of mine...

When I was nine years old I fell passionatly in love with a 
girl in my class at school. None of my friends could 
understand the way I felt about her, and anyone who I 
confided in just said that it was 'Puppy Love'

I followed her around all the time and even got told off 
by the teachers for making a nuisance of myself, but I never 
did anything to harm her, I was GENUINLY and SERIOUSLY in 
love with her. I got to the point where I couldn't 
eat or sleep properly etc.I was ALWAYS thinking of her, 
but as I said, she just HATED me and this made me feel 
really rejected.

When I moved up to Senior school, I made friends with a 
boy who invited me home to meet the rest of his family. 
He had the most gorgeous Nine year old tomboy sister and 
from that day, I heaped all my affections onto her.
( I was now 12 ), again, all my friends thought I was crazy 
being interested in a girl 3 years younger, and again, I 
couldn't make them understand how I felt. They seemed 
more interested in OLDER girls.. and THAT seemed weird to me.

We had an on and off relationship that went on for the 
following 14 years until I eventualy managed to get a 
ring on her finger and we are still together with 3 
wonderful children.

But, as time went on, I realised that I was STILL 
attracted to little girls.

Our first born was a girl and I was over the moon. 
As she grew up, I suppose that somehow I managed to 
put my feelings for other little girls aside and 
give her all my love. I must make it clear that I 
never EVER had any sexual interest in her, but it 
was wonderfull being able to cuddle and caress a 
sweet little girl without any guilt.

As she grew up and passed the pre-teen stage on 
into puberty, I started noticing little girls again.

I help out as a voluntere at a childrens project, 
and about 5 years ago a new little girl appeared 
on the scene.

The first time I laid eyes on her, it was as though 
I had traveled back in time to my pre-teen years, 
my heart started to pound and I went weak all over, 
my head was spinning and I felt a feeling that had 
been missing for too many years.

I started up a conversation on some pretext or the 
other.. (I can't remember..) but it worked!... she 
was chatty back to me and over the course of the next 
few weeks we became great friends. Initialy, I 
thought she was 10 and was taken aback when she told 
me that she was only just NINE!...... she used to 
hold onto my hand and sit on my lap at every available 
opportunity.  We used to play piggy-back races as 
well. Some of the best times were when she used 
to climb onto my shoulders and we would charge about 
like lunatics with all the other kids chasing us!!

One evening the project held a Disco and I was there 
helping out. I watched her most of the night, getting 
jealous every time she seemed to be looking at any 
of the boys, and especialy when I noticed her dancing 
with them.

At the end of the evening I was sitting down when she 
came up to me and 'flopped' in my lap, exhausted!.. 
the hall was in virtual darkness and she laid across my 
lap as I cradled her head in my right arm and her legs 
dangled over my left side. Suddenly she raised her 
head and planted a big smaker right on my lips... this was 
a NINE year old!!..she then stretched out on me and as 
she raised her arms above her head, her tea shirt parted 
company with her jeans to reveal her tummy... 
I remarked that I could see a ' little belly button' 
on display!

To my delight she then said that when she was in her nightie, 
and not wearing knickers, and stretched like that, I 
would be able to see alot MORE than her belly button!!!

In suprise, I stammered something about that sounding 
like 'LOTS of fun'.... She looked at me a bit strange, 
... smiled  , then promply fell asleep for the 
last 20 minutes of the evening. 

It was the most wonderfull 20 minutes... just her asleep 
in my arms, and me, knowing that I could have touched 
her in any way whilst she was asleep ( of course,.. I 
NEVER would have.. but..).

For the following year we spent alot of time together 
at the project, of course, I had to be carefull, but 
I'm sure the other kids must have realised the special 
attention that I was paying her, and I know they used 
to gibe her sometimes about the time she spent with me.
Whenever no one was looking, she would plant a kiss 
on my cheek... I suppose to her, it was just a way of 
showing affection...  but to me, well...

The bombshell came when she announced one day that they 
were moving house next month..... ABROAD!!!!!... 

I can't tell you how sick I suddenly felt... I was 
devastated.. I couldn't believe what she had just 
said.... I interogated her... "Are you sure.... 
definitly abroad?" ... but she WAS sure.

The day before she moved house was a Saturday and we 
had a Sports Gala at the project Centre, We spent our 
last day there, I took my video camera along to 
capture the days events, not suprisingly, my little 
angel popped up in just about EVERY scene!... at 
least I would have a record of her. 

The day finished up with a Sing Song arranged by 
one of the local religious groups..., stuff like 
'If you're happy and you know it..'  We sat at the 
back of the hall, her on my lap and my arms wrapped 
round her for the last ever time, a time of joy and sadness.

I didn't give a toss about anyone looking at us, these 
were the last few moments I spent with her befor her 
parents came to pick her up and take her out of my 
life forever. 

I had to fight to hold back the tears as I said goodbye 
to her, she looked so sad.

I made my way home with a huge lump in my throat, my 
family were out that evening and I only just managed 
to get inside the house before bursting into tears... 
me... a married man in my 40's!!

I cried on and off for over an hour, finally phoning 
my best friend to ask him to come over. 

When he arrived, I told him almost everything, but I 
explained that I was upset because I had grown 
attatched to the child in the way that a Parent of 
Grandfather would, but NOT that I had actualy Fallen 
in love with her...  he was very understanding. (He
knows that I have a liking for 'Young Girls', but he 
thinks it's more like 16 / 17 yo's)

There was talk in the area that the family would 
return after 2 years if things didn't work out, but 
it's now Four years since they left... so ....  Anyway, 
I now know that I have lost her forever... even if 
she DID return, she would now be a post-pubescent 14 
going on 15 year old and my feeling for her would 
not be the same.

As there was never any sexual side to our friendship, she 
will not have to face a conscience as she grows older, 
hopefully she will just recall having a special friend 
who enjoyed the warmth & love that only an LG can generate.

But, no matter how old we get, there'll always be LG's, 
and, like buses - another one'll come along soon!!

'Daveboy'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Rational' wrote:
>That makes an unbearable difference
>to most adults who publicly recognise that they aren't 
>paedophiles. They're just right on that.  They don't love 
>children.  They forbid them to experience what is or would 
>be probably the most incredible, important and enjoyable 
>experience even in their whole lives.

Okay, a lot of non-pedophile adults do think that way, but let me take my
parents as an example.  They do love children, just not in the same way
that we peds do.  My parents feel that getting psychiatric treatment for
me is the best way to protect children from harm.  They're doing it out of
love, and not out of hatred.  I just *wish* they would understand that I
don't pose any potential harm to children.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>Some of the stories are really charming and are too few to get you really
>aroused.  I cheated the system (got out of the hospital) by... when my
>penis started to erect I would think on those disgusting stories of
>violent selfish acts that were coming.  Since there were more of them
>than the mutual (or small encouragement) stories, they concluded that the
>treatment was working.

Okay, but they also have you on video when you are put through sex
testing, right?  They can replay the video and see if you are actually
concentrating on the nude images or thinking about something else.  I
haven't tried to cheat the system, but I will if the need arises.  For me,
I just think, "These guys are all quacks, so who gives a crap what they
think about me?  Psychiatrists/psychologists are not real doctors.
They're all talk."

And if they were half as smart as they claim to be ("I'm a doctor with
years of psychiatric medical training and lots of degrees and you're
nothing but a potential child molester," one of them said to me) they
would know that such treatments CAN'T work, since no person has any
control over which type of person they find most attractive.

>So don't let this bad experience kill your spirit, find something
>positive.  I can even be a thing to help you resist to the temptation to
>touch a little girl (if that what is what you want). Jail and
>traumatizing experience are a good tools, I heard before.

I can see you've had a similar/maybe worse experience than me.  I still
like to touch little girls, but I certainly don't want to go to jail.
Let me relate a story of something positive that happened over the summer
(for a change).  My parents took me to the .. in Toronto (a big
annual fair) this summer and while I was waiting in line for a ride I
rested my hand on the handrail.  A girl of approximately 8 years old with
long dark hair also put her hand on the handrail where mine was.  It did
feel good, and I wondered if she intended to do that or if she just didn't
realize my hand was also there.  As we were waiting in line for another
ride later on, the same girl put her hand on mine again.  I must confess, 
I put my hand there first, hoping that the same thing would happen.  I
guess I got lucky.  I suspect she intended to do so, but wanted to make it
look as though she didn't realize my hand was there.  Of course I didn't
object to it, I just smiled at her. After that, she took off with her
parents and I didn't see her again.  It was perhaps the most pleasant
experience of my summer.  It's not every day I get to feel the perfect
sensation of a little girl's hand pressing lightly against mine.

>Their life is so unstable and people making them look
>unfit and they are so much pointed that they need an escape goat.

I believe the word you're looking for is "scapegoat".  This comes from an
ancient tradition in which people would sacrifice a goat so that they
would be cleansed of their own sins.  If I am wrong about this, would
someone please correct me?  The goat was either sacrificed or sent to
wander off into the desert, condemned for the sins of the people.  But
when Jesus came, he was the ultimate scapegoat, so we stopped this
practice.

  [ 'We' did ?  I thought Xtians had taken scapegoating 
     to the skill-level of an art form, over the centuries. ]

--

'Jack' wrote:
>I was chatting online with a female friend of mine this morning.  
>I say *friend*, but we have only known each other via the 
>computer, and only for a couple of weeks.  Anyway... We got 
>into a discussion about some of our "darker" fantasies.  One 
>of hers was that she fantasized about coming home from school 
>one day and finds her father in her room, sniffing her worn 
>undies.  She then blackmails him into having sex with her or 
>she will tell mom about him sniffing her panties... In her 
>fantasy, she says she is "still naturally hairless".  This 
>tells me she is fantasizing about being around 10, 11, 12 
>perhaps. I asked her if she really thought that was a "dark" 
>fantasy.

A word of warning... watch out for internet "friends" like this.  She (or
quite possibly he) might just be a phony trying to lure you into saying or
doing something that could get you into a lot of legal trouble.  For one
thing, it is dead wrong to blackmail someone into having sex with you;
that is comparable to rape, and I wouldn't even fantasize about it.
An example of this can be found in the Bible, when Potiphar's wife tries
to seduce the servant Joseph and threatens to tell her husband that he
raped her if he doesn't do it.  (For those of you who aren't familiar with
the Bible, I assure you Joseph wins in the end).

But I could be wrong.  She could possibly be entirely honest.  I'm just
saying nowadays you can't be too sure.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>I agree completely.  The "Best of ASGL" could help a reader to see
>pedophiles as real human beings, not faceless monsters.  How could
>anyone read these pages, and not understand that we care about
>children?  It would be wonderful if it could be published as a book.
>We could perhaps begin the absolutely necessary task of changing
>people's perceptions of us.

Excellent suggestion, Giggle Maker!  I have thought about writing a book
about pedophilia myself, or (if I ever win the lottery or get rich some
other way) make a movie about it (Mind you, this is not one of my short
term plans).  I think that included in this book should be Daveboy's post
of a few days ago in which he compares a pedophile to a clown who smiles
at a child and her parents make her go into therapy because of it or
something.  I thought that was beautiful.

--

'PK1' wrote:
>       ftp://ygw.bohemianweb.com/pub/hidden/asgl/
>Sadly, this one no longer exists, sorry. Maybe once I can 
>afford web space again I'll put it back online.

If and when you do, please let us know.

I have some responses to earlier posts to ASGL-L, but I don't have them
with me at the moment, so I will respond without using direct quotes.
Freddy wondered if the pool attendant that turned Desire in might also be
a pedophile.  I seriously doubt it.  No real pedophile would betray one of
his fellow pedophiles like that.

I think Tr'Pakh said something like "If you do not give in to your
sexual desires, you will go insane."  I beg to differ.  There are plenty
of sane, well-adjusted people who have lived their whole lives without
ever having sex.  Priests, nuns, monks (I know not all priests and 
nuns have remained chaste, but they are supposed to I think).  Anyway, 
I am happy to hear that Brittany has gotten over her trauma and is 
still a well-adjusted girl despite what happened to her.  

'Daveboy' asked about legal drinking ages in Canada and the US.  
It is 19 in Canada and 21 in the USA.

I must take exception to one thing you said... comparing putting your
finger into a girl's ear to make her giggle and putting your finger
"somewhere else" to make her giggle... I'm not terribly bothered by this,
but I think you should keep in mind that you must ask a girl for
permission before doing this sort of thing.

Topless girls are very rare in Canada, or at least in the part where I
live.  I see a topless girl about twice a year, and I see a completely
naked girl only once in 3 years or so.  It's sad that parents have to
teach their children to be self-conscious at such an early age.
I'll bet that if the authorities found ASGL-L on my computer they would
arrest me for possession of child porn.  But I don't care.  I need you
guys.

'Misty Vain' argued that theft might not be inherently wrong.  I must beg to
differ.  For one thing, the eighth commandment forbids stealing, but for
those of you who aren't Bible freaks, there is also human reasoning.  If
everything in the world was common property, some greedy people might take
advantage of this and horde up everything they can for themselves.  People
have locks on their doors for a reason.  I wouldn't want my computer to be
stolen, for example, because I worked VERY hard to make some of the
programs and images that are on my computer.  I needn't go on; I think you
get the idea.  Theft is obviously inherently wrong IMO.

You also said that it might be wrong to be interested only in children.  I
don't think so.  Sure, some of us (myself not included) would rather not
have sex with an adult woman at all, but even if the pedophiles had sex
exclusively with children, there are still plenty of other non-pedophile
people out there who would procreate and advance the human race.

Well, that's all I've got to say.

May God bless you.

'Christian'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'K' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hi!  Sorry I haven't written in awhile... but I saw a movie last night
which warrents some raving!  :)   "SHADRACH"   It just came out and it
stars Harvey Keitel and Andie Macdowell.  It's based on a short story by
William Styron and directed by his daughter in her first effort.  I
won't get into the whole story, but basically it's a period piece (1920s
- 30s) down south.  It deals alot with race-relations in a really
positive light.  (It has the "feel" of TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD)

Anyway, It is shot on a lovely farm which has a watering hole/pond where
this particular bucolic family likes to skinny dip.  The kids, both
boys and girls, frolic naked in the water.  Very tastefully done.  Alot
like a Sally Mann or a Jock Sturges photograph.  And the baptism scene
of the little girl!  Ooooh La La!   So, SHADRACH (now in limited release
and not yet out on video) is my ASGL pick o' the month!  :)  

Love, 

'K'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Pegassus'
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone,

Please permit me to introduce myself, my call name is "Pegassus", 
I'm 31 years old and I've been lurking in AGSL for about a 
month.  I have many things to say and don't know where to begin, 
so bear with me.  I have limited time to write, so forgive the 
shortness.  

I've been married for 6 years and I LOVE lgs.  In fact, when I 
was 19 I fell in love with my 12 year old cousin and had a 
beautiful relationship that lasted 4 years.  Unfortunately it 
was full of ups and downs and filled with opposition from most 
of the family, although we had lots of sympathetic allies in 
the family, too.  It wasn't until about 2 years ago, though 
that I came to realize that I was attracted powerfully by 
lgs constantly and that society wasn't much tolerant.

I have a long history of girl-love.  Of course, I've always 
been gentle and loving.  I think I started my addiction when 
I was 4.  My loves have mostly been relatives (cousins) and 
friends of the family.  Something I've noticed all along this 
time is the fact that children and girls are naturally 
and strongly attracted by my personality.  I feel this 
attraction in most adults that I meet also.  I always try to 
be kind and fair with all and most would agree that I have 
somewhat of a childish playful disposition that brings fun 
to people.  I guess this is what attracts specially kids 
along with the fact that I always make the effort to 
treat them at whatever level they feel comfortable and never 
treat them like pests or ever feel they're intruding in any
way.  I always speak to them with a smile and talk of the 
things they enjoy to talk about.  

This attraction has enabled me to establish beautiful 
relationships with some beautiful and intelligent girls of 
6-13 years.  Unfortunately, my wife always interferes to 
the extent that I can't enjoy them to the fullest.  She 
seems to always be trying to "protect me from myself".  I 
have come to understand that, besides love and kindness, 
a ped's most valued virtue is PATIENCE.  

I currently have 3 very beautiful and loving girl-friends 
who fill my life with joy:  Jenny, Erika and Isha.  I 
will write more about them on later postings.  Well, 
friends, I will write you later when the opportunity 
and time become plenty.

Bye

'Pegassus'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi!

'Sleepover' - You have no need to be ashamed or embarrassed in 
expressing your feelings! Its much preferable to do so than 
to act foolishly because you had no release!

I've started downloading the old asgl newsletters and I think a 
website would be a good idea. The main image people have of 
pedophiles is that of dirty old men in macs, hanging around 
school playgrounds in hope of ensnaring some poor child into 
their sexual trap. From what I've read from you since I 
joined, and the back issues, I find that the level of 
intelligence of the people in  this group appears to be very 
high, and if anyone could read this with an open mind they 
might just realize that there is a difference between true 
child-lovers and monsters who rape and abuse for their own 
pleasure. It also confirms my belief, from the experiences 
of those who have written, and from my own, that in most
instances of true child-adult love, it is the child who 
initiates, rarely the adult.

One of the old newsletters contained a story which reminded me 
of when Iwas in primary school, something that i had sort of 
forgotten. I would have been 11, in the top primary class, 
and somehow, I don't know how it happened, but my best 
friend and I got involved with a group of seven year olds 
girls, about four or five of them. There was nothing truly
sexual, except that which goes with deep emotions, but there 
was a real bonding of love there. One day however we were 
called into a little room and a teacher told us that it 
was inappropriate for us to be playing with the younger 
girls. What sort of minds did those teachers have. I
think one of the little girls was my first ever true 
love, although I can't remember her name, or what she looked like!

Speaking of dirty-minded adults, some years ago I was working with a
group of children through the church which I then attended. There were
six children in my group, three boys and three girls, which was nice. 
Anyway I was very close to them, and they liked chasing and
touching each other, and because I am a pervert I didn't like to
discourage this! But one day some old man thought he saw me acting
inappropriately with one of the little girls which resulted in the
police being called in. Anyway, the end result was that the police told
me that all my little kids loved me, (which was nice to hear) and that
none of them had made any complaints. So that was ok, but I was still
quite angry that I could not even show affection to a child without some
dirty minded old git interfering in what basically was none of his
business. It occurred to me years later that he may have been jealous.

All these kids are now in their late teens. (I just heard that one of
them, E, who was a very touchy girl, and tried to grope me the
first time I ever met her, had passed her driving test, being now 17, so
that made me feel really old!!) As far as I know they are all healthy,
well-minded people and I like to think that the love I gave them helped
in some small way!! Hmmm that's probably all I can think of just now, so
I'll let you get back to your lives. Bye!!

--

I was just reading through some of the old asgl digests from the
archives, when I came across a wry comment about a competition 
that Ianthe had seen, which the prize was for a family or kids 
or something - he quipped 'could he choose the kids'. Well I 
remember the first time I saw holiday brochure that was offering 
me 'free children'! Well, I nearly came on the spot, and rushed 
in for my copy. I was having a hard time picking out which 
little girl from the brochure I really wanted, there were so many,
so I asked the assistant if there was a limit to the number of free
children I could choose.She told me that it was one free child per
adult. I asked her how I went about ordering the child, and where I
would pick her up etc,. She explained that I could only have the free
child if I was booking an adult place on the holiday. Shit ! I didn't
have 400. I'm still saving :)

--

I thought of this after I'd sent of my last posting. Is it Tr'pak 
who has Rachel? Anyway it seems to me that many of those who have 
written to this newletter express a desire to know how little 
girls feel about adult-child relationships and I was just wondering, 
has Rachel ever posted a message to ASGL-L?

'Freddy'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
> It's my understanding that mere nudity is not illegal.  The
> standards are exactly the same in print as on the computer.  
> What's illegal is:
> 
> 1) Photos of children involved in actual sex acts.
> 2) 'Lascivious display of genitals'
> 
> Of course, it's still prudent not to let others see your nudism
> photos.  Many people erroneously think that child nudity is illegal,
> and a prosecuter can cause you a lot of grief, even without getting
> a conviction.

Also I believe there exists, or at least have been proposed, some
stricter laws on the state-level.

> For myself, I stay miles away from child stuff on my work computer
> -- it's just too dangerous.  Don't you have a computer at home?

No, I don't.

--

Tr'Pakh wrote:
> I have posted the details of how my relationship with Rachel 
> became intimate, but don't ask me exactly when ...

I checked the archives, and I didn't find anything more than the
following, from 10 March:

  "I have known her since her father married a family friend down the
  street some five years ago, who was a single mother.  Rachel and I
  have been friends ever since the first time we met.  She's always
  loved to sit on my lap and cuddle, and have me read to her, or play
  her favorite song on the guitar, but our sexual relationship started
  (at *HER* instigation) shortly after her 9th birthday.  Before that,
  I'd get the occasional request for an under the shirt back or tummy
  rub (most kids I know like that), and we'd jump on the trampoline or
  wrestle on the lawn a lot."

--

'Sunstorm' wrote (reacting to 'Tr'Pakh')
> I also find the idea of her choosing partners of her own age sad, 
> because that implies it is a sexual union only. A true union of 
> hearts and minds, I would think , would have her still desiring 
> you even at 20.

People change through time, and apart from the first few years,
these changes are largest in the puberty years. Therefore the girl
Rachel will be in eight years is very different from the one she
is now or in two years. This will influence both partners' idea
about the relationship - Rachel will 'grow out' of this kind of
relationship, and long for something different, while some of the
things Tr'Pakh loves her for will be gone. The only thing I can
say is that it seems a bit defeatist to say that this 'will'
happen - it is probable, but not certain. And I think it would be
a good thing to dream of a love 'till death do us part', as long as
one realizes that it may be no more than a dream.

--

'Christian' wrote:
> Besides, after all the trouble you've been in lately, why should I take
> advice from you?  No offense, my friend, I truly do feel sorry for you
> (regarding that pool incident) but millionaires do not go to beggars for
> financial advice.

Well, it depends... If the financial advice would be what is the best
place to beg... ;-0. But what do my problems have to do with this advice?
I am just telling that reactions of parents differ from person to person.
A blanket advice to tell one's parents would be patently wrong - that's
what your case shows. But a blanket advice NOT to do so would also be
wrong, as my case shows. What is the case for each specific person, only
they themselves can guess. I can say, though, that I probably had it
easier than some others among you who still live with or near their
parents, as I only meet them something like 6 or 8 times a year (in most
cases for a period of a short weekend).

> My parents have told me that even smiling at girls is psychologically
> damaging to them.

Remind them of that remark the next time they are friendly to a 
child.  If they're anything like most adults they will, when 
they meet a friend with his/her child, give a smile to the 
child as well as say hello to the adult.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi guys,

Sorry but it is long time ago since you heard from me.

That is not because I do not read any longer. I read more intensively than I
ever did. I also hat things to say and wrote them down but they allways stay
unfinished. I have about 100k of unfinished writing now. (Or had, some I
deleted again) The reason is.... I cannot read nor write to you without
tears come in my eyes. There were so many inportant things I had to say, but
they are nothing now.

I miss the contact to a girl. There is a friend that knows and accepts me as
a pedophile and there I can be with some of my beloved children. But this is
500 Kilometers (what's that in miles Ianthe?) away from where I live and
since 1 Month work, too. So I have no contact to girls and it seems that my
subconcious (?right word?) forbids me to be with a girl without having one
who knows about me with me. Perhaps I do not trust myself? But no matter
why, I am alone, without a girl, and the fact that I cannot say goodbye to
my 24yo "girlfriend" makes it even worse. I call this feeling: "My
soule(German word is "Seele") cries but I cannot hear." But I feel it
screaming and aching. But I cannot give it out of me. It stays in and kills
every smile.

But these are just moments. Short and hurting moments. It is not like a big
hit but a stich of a needle every few days, for years. It feels like the
torture where you make water drop on one's head, drop for drop day and
night. I am in therapy, yes. But the dates are difficult to keep and much to
short (getting longer soon).

Sometimes when I hear you loosing a girl, I know it is sad, but I sometimes
wished I could feel this loss only for the memories to stay. I have hardly
any of such moments. In fact I caressed a girl once for a short while.

I feel that somehow I do not live in the children's world. But this is the
world where I belong to and want to be! Sometimes I thing about not caring
about anything anymore and just drop out. Not careing about society, not
caring about bills. Not thinking about where to live and what to do. Even my
body is of no worth then. I feel ill. In fact I AM ill. But I have not the
energy nor do I have to time to cure me. I thing I'll might go into a
stationary-therapy like my sister did. For her it was the best that she did
until then. But is it as good for me, too? I would be without you, without
baumstark-online and all the people I got to know. I would perhaps even be
without the other pedophiles I learned to know and love. But perhaps one day
all this will not keep me at home.

Perhaps it will all go its own way (sure it will). So why do I try to make
plans? I just wait for time to pass and give me what is mine......

'Simon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Mouse' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, this is Mouse.

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>>Anyone else here a fan of the US TV show "KidSongs"?  It's
>>on PBS on weekday mornings.  It features lovely videos of
>>cheerful kids performing all sorts of music.  Some may not
>>like the unrelenting cheerfulness, but I find it charming.
>>And it's full of beautiful children from beginning to end.

What time does that show come on on PBS? I'd like to check it out. As for
the unrelenting cheerfulness, that's what makes me love kids so very much.
My favorite show at this time, and probably for a long time to come is
Rugrats on Nick. Talk about unrelenting cheerfulness and charm. That show
has it. The reason I like the show so much is because it makes me smile and
feel happy every time I listen to it; I'm blind. If you're familiar with
the show, one of the characters on there is a toddler named Lil, who's
voice and manerisms I'm totally in love with.

What do you think about 'Blue's Clues' if you have cable? That show has
some nice kids in it. That guy is pretty lucky, I guess, getting to be
around all those young kids. I've said here before that the only reason I'd
tune Barney in, which I never do, is because of the kids and that I wished
Barney would keep his purple dinosaur mouth shut. It's a damn shame that
guy's making lots of money for something we'd do for free. No wonder so
many people want to 'kill Barney'.

'Mouse'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




ascii list of the Allessandra's Smile catalog:
----------------------------------------------------------------------
 
 sc = softcover/paperback  hc = hardcover

 Araki, Nobuyoshi. Chrysalis. 
 Araki. Sexual Desire (not girl)
 Araki. photographes contemporaines. (not girl)
 Buirski, Nancy. Earth Angels. 
 Clark, Larry. Heroin. 
 Clark, Larry. Kids (The Book).
 Fielding, Jed. City of Secrets.
 Hamilton, David.  A Place in the Sun.
 Hamilton. Age of Innocence.
 Hamilton. 25 Years of An Artist.
 Kern, Richard. New York Girls.  (not girl)
 Lippoth, A. Kinder vor der Kamera. (boy)
 Madaio, Chris. Il Ritratto Giovanile.
 Maier, Jos. Youth ("Hoi"). (boy)
 Malanga, Gerard. Good Girls. (not girl)
 Mann, Sally. Immediate Family.(hc)
              Immediate Family.(sc) 
 Mark, Mary Ellen. A Cry for Help.
 McBride, Will. I, Will McBride. (boy + 'Show Me' in thumbnails 
     large enough to see what's up)
 Ovenden, Graham. Childhood Streets.
 Ovenden, Graham. States of Grace (on-line)
 Pietraszkiewicz, Marti. Lil' Bros. (boy)
 Ophelia Editions Postcards with 12 Victorian images images 
     by George Ruff, among others, and 4 contemp. images 
     by Ovenden, Oliver, Stanaman.
 Rusinov, Mikhail. Holy Nature.
 Saudek, Jan. Life, Love, death & Other Such Trifles.
 Saudek, Jan. Jubilations & Obsessions. 
 Shinoyama, Kishin. Namaiki. 
 Stanaman, L.A. Friends & Strangers. 
 Stanaman, L.A. On-Line Images.
 Sturges, Jock. Last Day of Summer.(hc)
                Last Day of Summer.(sc)
 Sturges. Radiant Identities. 
 Sturges. Museum fur Moderne Kunst.
 Suzuki, Sadahir. Sayo: Daughter's Birth to Adult.
 Tedder, Mike. Between Nine and Thirteen. (boy)
 Weber, Bruce. Branded Youth. (boy-teen)
 Weiermair, Peter. Wilhelm von Gloeden. (boy)

VIDEOGRAPHY - VIDEOGRAPHY - VIDEOGRAPHY

 Doll Essence, Volume 1 (ages 14-17)
 Doll Essence, Volume 2 (ages 14-17)
 Doll Essence, Volume 3 (ages 14-17)
 Doll Essence, Volume 4 (Latin girls.) (ages 14-17)
 FKK Workout (naturist stuff includes this and the titles below)
 Euro-Fest Pagaent, Part 2
 Christmas Family Portraits
 Ballet-Jazz Class
 Happy Birthday, Petra
 Holiday Youth Party
 Natura Talent Review
 NC3 (Nudist Contest 3)
 NC4 (Nudist Contest 4)

QUILTY'S VIDEO NOOK - FILM & MOTION PICTURES

 Cold Light of Day.
 Pretty Baby.
 The Professional.
 The Professional - (letterboxed/widescreen)
 Child Bride
 Other films to be added....

MAGAZINES - PERIODICAL - MAGAZINES - PERIODICALS

Vogue Bambini (latest issue). 
Jeunes et naturel/Jung und Frei #89
Jeunes et naturel/Jung und Frei #90
Jeunes et natural/Jung und Frei #98
(the j&ns are nearly out - a few months at most)

LITERATURE - LITERATURE - LITERATURE - LITERATURE

Atkins, George. Baseball Heaven.
Cole, Brock. The Facts Speak for Themselves.
Duras, Marguerite. North China Lover.
Esser, kevin. Street Boy Dreams. (boy)
Hall, Brian. The Saskiad. 
Hartog, Diana. Photographer's Sweethearts.
Janes, J. Robert. Sandman.
Louys, Pierre. Two Erotic Tales.
Nabokov. Lolita.
Oates, Joyce Carol Oates. First Love. 
Queneau, Raymond. Zazie dans le Metro.
Rose, Joanna. Little Miss Strange. 
Schiff, Stephen. Lolita: The Book of the Film.
Wilson, A.N. Dream Children. 
Winslow, Don. Ironwood. 

BELLES LETTRES & EROTIC FICTION

Erotic Experiences of Girls & Men I
Erotic Experiences of Girls & Men II
Too Young: An Anthology of Erotic Tales, Vol. 1
Too Young: An Anthology of Erotic Tales, Vol. 2
Too Young: An Anthology of Erotic Tales, Vol. 3

NON-FICTION - NON-FICTION - NON-FICTION - NON-FICTION

Higonnet, Anne. Pictures of Innocence: The History and Crisis of Ideal
Childhood.
Kincaid, James. Erotic Innocence. The Culture of Child Molesting.
Thompson, Sharon. Going All The Way: Teenage girls' tales of sex,
romance & pregnancy.
Walkowitz, Judith. City of Dreadful Delight. 
Peiss, Kathy. Passion & Power. Sexuality in History.
LAS, White Paper on Child Pornography. 
Crime Without Victims.
Kilpatrick, Allie.  Long-Range Effects of Child and Adolescent Sexual
Experiences: Myths, Mores, Menaces.
Kincaid, James. Child Loving. The Erotic Child and Victorian Culture. 
Odzer, Cleo. Patpong Sisters.
de Grazia, Ed. Girls Lean Back Everywhere.
Girl-Love & Girl-Lust in 19th Century England.
Cohen, Morton. Lewis Carroll. A Biography.
Girlhood Sexual Experiences.
Paidika. The Journal of Paedophilia. All issues except 8.

FINE ART - FINE ART - FINE ART - FINE ART

Balthus (Klossowski).
Balthus (Roy).
Brown, Trevor. Forbidden Fruit Postcards.
Doll House Noah. Shoujo Soushi.
Lohmuller, Otto. Kalos. (boys)
Lohmuller, Otto. Species Knabe. (boys)
U.S. v. 29 Drawings - Ovenden (on-line) (art - some boys, mostly girls)
Wagner, John. The Art of Naturist Living.

Malanga, Gerard.  Three Diamonds (poetry and some photos)

http://www.alessandrasmile.com
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

I had a most heartwarming experience this morning.  Riding the bus
on the way to work, we were stopped at an intersection.  In the
next lane was a schoolbus loaded with children on their way to
school.  As I glanced over, I noticed an adorable little girl,
I'd say about 9 year old, looking back at me.  She waved shyly,
and I smiled and waved back, and soon the other children around
her started waving, too.

That just made my day.  I wish the red light had lasted a little
longer ... :)

--

'Rational' wrote:
>To 'Tr'Pakh' on Rachel, to her if she reads it, and to 
>all of you lucky friends with an intimate girl friend:

Rachel does read ASGL-L with me sometimes, I'll be sure to show
her your comments, Rational!  Thank you!

--

'Target' writes:
>I'm breaking my lurking to send a poem, for those who have
>daughters....

I don't have a daughter of my own, yet, Target, but that was
beautiful.  Thank you.

--

'Christian' asked:
>By the way, can anyone here tell me the difference between a 
>psychologist and a psychiatrist?  I'm not even sure myself what the 
>difference is.

Does it really matter?  The operative root word for both is "psycho".

Actually, psychology is more of a science.  Psychologists try to
understand why people do what they do, think what they think.
It is, however, the single most non-scientific science currently
in existence (except, perhaps, for Christian Science, which is
really nothing more than psychology wearing a different tie ...),
given that most of it's axioms, hypotheses, and practices are
based on subjective and non-quantifiable judgements of human
beings about other human beings.  I guess it's just my
engineering background that makes me highly suspicious of such
methods.  You'll note, also, that people who graduate in
psychology hold degrees labeled "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Arts"
rather than "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Science".

Psychiatry is, IMNERHO, quackery.  Psychiatrists exists to 
manipulate how you think, to turn you into a victim, to convince
you that all your problems are the fault of some childhood trauma.
If I had a time machine, the first thing I'd do is to go back
and bash in the head of that damned Sigmund Freud.  His pseudo-
science has been the cause for more human suffering than even
the worst of wars or famines.

>When I was a little boy, my mom was always telling me to get my hands out
>of my pants.  She is seriously opposed to masturbation, especially for
>children, because it is psychologically damaging to them.  Perhaps that is
>why I became a pedophile.  (My parents' reasoning, not mine)

More likely, it was your parent's constantly telling you NOT to
masturbate that would have caused any psychological damage you 
may have.  There's just no escaping the fact that masturbation
is a normal, healthy part of human development and sexuality, and
it's people who preach that masturbation is evil, and if you do
it or even think about doing it, you'll go to hell, or you'll go 
blind, or some other such rot, are the ones who are damaging our
children.  For a prime example of such a case see:
http://www.allaboutsex.org/mormon_anti-sex_teaching_causes_suicide.html
(don't blame me for the horrendously long filename/URL ... I didn't
write it).

>My father has said to me that I should never have children of my own,
>because I will be tempted to have sex with my daughters.  I tried
>reasoning with him that "Mom was 20 when you married her, and now [my
>sister] is 25.  Did you ever have a sexual attraction towards [my
>sister]?"  His response was "I only love her as a father should love his
>children."  I asked him why he refused to believe that the same could be
>true for me.  All he could say was "Pedophiles just are that way."  What
>does he know?  He's not a pedophile.

Of course he doesn't know.  He actually believes all that crap the
media and the Christian Coalition spew out about padeophiles! No
offence, 'Christian', but those Christian Coalition people are nothing
more than a bunch of self-righteous super-wealthy power-hungry
bigots who think that everybody should think exactly as they do and
will buy as many politicians as they can to make sure the law agrees
with them.  I believe that Metallica was referring to just such
people as the Christian Coalition when they wrote this verse of
_My_Friend_of_Misery_:

        You just stood there screaming,
        fearing no one would listen to you;
        They say the empty can rattles the most;
        The sound of your own voice must soothe you;
        Hearing only what you want to hear,
        knowing only what you heard;
        You!  You're smothered in tragedy;
        Now you're out to save the world!

Well, they can take their "moral superiority" and stuff it where the
sun don't shine, cuz they don't know s*it!

>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>>She approached me and more or less demanded intercourse.  That led
>>to a series of discussions, in which she decided that we must
>>keep our relationship quiet, so that it could continue.  We 
>>have been intimate ever since.
>
>I'm happy to hear this, but children need to be taught that they can't
>"demand" intercourse from anyone, but only encourage or even just suggest
>it.  But parents don't teach their kids this stuff because they figure
>kids are too young anyway.

Agreed.  That's why I insisted we discuss things first.  She didn't
actually "demand" (bad choice of words on my part) intercourse, but
she wanted it badly, and did apply quite a bit of pressure to make
it happen.  After discussing the consequences and ramifications,
many of which she did not fully understand before our discussion,
including the social stigma and legal consequences, she decided that
she wanted to continue anyway, and that we must both agree to keep
it quiet.

--

>'sLeepOVER' writes:
>Please forgive and forget my last
>posting wherein I spoke of things
>like suicide.  I am not usually
>given to flights of gloom like 
>that.  I will be fine and feel
>emvarrassed for having posted that.

You don't ever have to feel embarrassed about posting your feelings
to this group, sLeepOVER.  That's a big part of why we're here in
the first place.

--

'Jack'
>I was chatting online with a female friend of mine this morning.  
<snip>
>We chatted a bit more about this, and then her comment was 
>"I always thought pedo's were child molestors... you know...
>Guys in trench coats in alleys, saying 'Want some candy 
>little girl'..."

That's just the image the media want people to have about us.
They don't want people finding out we're just regular folks
who happen to be sexually attracted to children, they want us
to be seen as monsters.  Yours is not the only story we've
seen about people finding out that paedophiles aren't like
what the media sais we are.

>I guess my whole point of this is, even some who have 
>those types of fantasies don't truly understand 
>pedophilia... A bit weird {IMO}...

Yet another example of truth being stranger than fiction, perhaps?
:)

--

'Sunstorm' writes:
>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>>however, we both find that unlikely, though we agree that eventually we
>>will lose interest in each other sexually (I for her from her physical
>>maturing, and she for me in favor of partners her own age)
>
>I think this is a sad prospect. Although their bodies are exciting 
>to us and our ideal, if we love the girl herself, is it a forgone 
>conclusion that we will have no physical love for her later, once 
>she matures?
>
>I also find the idea of her choosing partners of her own age sad, 
>because that implies it is a sexual union only. A true union of 
>hearts and minds, I would think , would have her still desiring 
>you even at 20.

Not the case at all.  At this point we only *suspect* that we will
loose sexual interest in each other.  We realize that we will most
likely not be together as lovers forever, however the friendship
we have *is* and *will always remain* a lifelong one.  The only 
difference will be that when she is 20, we will likely be friends
and not lovers.  The only thing that will change in our relationship
is the sexual aspect, and since our friendship is not based solely
on that, it's not much of a change, from that standpoint.  We could
stop having sex *NOW*, and it would not affect our friendship.  We
will be close friends forever, just as I have remained close friends
with my first lover, who is now a happily married attourney with
children of her own, and with several other lovers I have had over
the years.

Our relationship is based primarily on friendship, not on sex,
although we both understand how much deeper our friendship is
because of our sexual relationship, but our friendship is *not*
based on our sexual relationship, it only complements it.  I am
also friends with many children (both boys and girls) with whom
I do not have a sexual relationship, although I would like to
extend those friendships into the realm of the sexual, but that
choice is up to the individual children to make, just as it was
made by Rachel.

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>I have a friend who keeps saying that
>my country - the U.S. - is a police
>state.  Just how do you define this
>term?  

For anyone who hasn't read them yet, I highly recommend George
Orwell's _1984_, and _The_Illuminatus_Trilogy_, both of which
illustrate Police States very well.

I quote from _The_Illuminatus_Trilogy:

        BEAMTENHERRSHAFT:  This is the age of bureaucracy, and
        to live at this time is, as Proudhon said, "to have
        every operation, every transaction, every movement noted,
        registered, counted, rated, stamped, measured, numbered,
        assessed, licensed, refused, authorized, endorsed,
        admonished, prevented, reformed, redressed, corrected,
        ... to be laid under contribution, drilled, fleeced,
        exploited, monopolized, extorted from, exhausted,
        hoaxed, and robbed."

This is one of the very few passages of this book that makes any
sense at all when taken out of the context of the story, and, 
sadly, it describes perfectly the state of the Anglo-Saxon based
western world.

>What I mean is, do you really
>think there is some, conspiratorial
>outfit in your country, silently
>controlling things without the
>peoples' knowledge?  I just don't
>see how this could happen, in reality.

I guarantee you that there *is* such an outfit here in the US.
It is often referred to as "No Such Agency'. 

Why do you think the archaic concept of the Electoral College
hasn't been done away with yet?  It was originally established
to bring the vote tallys of the individual states to a central
location to be counted and acted upon.  With today's modern
communication tools, there is no need for this.  It has been
shown, without a doubt, that the outcomes of elections have
been altered due to the electoral college -- presidential 
candidates who have gained a clear majority of the popular vote
can lose the election because the states they won have lower
population, and hence fewer Electoral votes, or even because
officials sent to the Electoral College vote for one candidate
even though their state's popular vote selected the other.  The
Electoral College is nothing more than a device for ensuring
that those who are in power remain there.

I've said it before, and I'll say it again:  It's not about
democracy, or education, or building roads, or providing for
the common defense.  It's about personal power, the exercise
of dominion by one person over others.  I maintain the firm
belief that if the founding fathers of the United States could
see what we've made of the republic they fought to build, they
would rise from the dead and start another revolution.

>I need help folks.
<snip>
>and most of all, tired of the
>loneliness.  I just want some
>peace, is that so bad?

You only want what we all do, sleepover.

And by the way, if you have the presence of mind to ask
yourself if you are insane, that's a pretty good indication
that you are *not*...

I would advise you to lay off the sauce, though.  Alcohol
can do bad things to people, and I, personally, won't touch
the stuff.  You will find yourself much more able to control
your emotions and urges if you do not imbibe.

--

'Beamish' writes:
>Hello everyone! I had the most wonderful day surrounded by my

It's good to hear from you again, my friend, and thank you for
sharing!

--

That's all for now folks!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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'Ramon' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I suppose we all have ways of coping with our feelings. The law, the 
media, and much of the public are unbalanced with hostility and 
intransigent non-understanding. My way of keeping my feelings under some 
sort of control is to try my best to focus on the spiritually-uplifting 
qualities of the beauty and innocence I love so much within the y-g's I 
meet in my work. I find that this technique works for me most of the 
time. I cannot suppress my feelings but I can transmute them into more 
spiritual ones, to some extent.

One of the best transmutions recently was channeling all my love feelings 
into writing my spiritual article (the one Ianthe linked to on FP, 
called "The Spiritually Uplifting Photographic Art of The Nude Female 
Body). I've  never felt better than I do now, having written it all out 
and got a lot of tension off my chest, so to speak. I've spent hours 
expanding the article, and it's much bigger now than it was. As every
minute went by, when I was writing it, I could feel the tension lifting. 
I have no idea why it works that way for me, but it's been a very 
healing experience.

Has anyone else found that they could channel their sexual feelings and 
frustrations into creativity too? Not necessarily through writing, which 
is my outlet, but through any creative or artistic activity?

Cheers

'Ramon'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone! :)

I have good news, more good news, and bad news.

First the good news!

Two weeks ago one of my friends asked me why I wasn't living with Anna's 
father anymore. She knew how much I enjoyed living there. (For those of 
you who don't know... Her mother asked me if I felt anything sexual for 
six-year-old Anna. I did not want to lie to her and admitted the truth. 
Soon afterward Anna's father asked me to move out.)

Most of you guys know that I hate to lie to people. And I had a feeling 
my friend would be open minded about it. I have known her for over a 
year and I consider her a trusted friend.

I told her what happened. She was surprised that this happened to me and 
asked me why Anna's mom would ask me a question like that. I tried to 
explain how I had volunteered at Anna's school and that for some reason 
the teacher there was suspicious of me and had called to warn Anna's mom 
about me. She wanted to know if Anna had been feeling uncomfortable 
around me prior to me moving out. I told her that Anna often said that 
she did not like that I had a crush on her but that she still spent time 
alone with me in my room and didn't seem uncomfortable about that. She 
asked me how I felt about all of it. I told her that I miss Anna - that 
it was good for me to have her in my life. She understood and seemed to 
agree with me. Since then my friend and I have visited with each other 
a few times and have talked about other things not related to little 
girls. I feel like she has not judged me and I am very happy that we are 
still good friends.

---

More good news...

I went to the flea-market yesterday morning to visit my ten-year-old 
friend 'Amy'. It took me a while to find her but when I did I was really 
happy. She was with about four other little girls. Then Amy told me that 
she was going to the Fair later. "Are you going? Maybe I'll see you 
there," she said. I said that I would go.

I walked with her back to her grandmother. I always felt kind of 
uncomfortable around her grandma because she never really spoke to me 
very much. This time young Amy wanted to introduce me to her 
grandfather... then Amy and I chatted only a little while longer and her 
grandmother told me, "Amy can't visit now. She needs to help me."

I went to the fair yesterday afternoon. I walked around for a while 
looking at all the pretty little girls until I found Amy. She was 
waiting in line for one of the rides and told me to cut in with her. Amy 
was with one of her friends and the three of us rode a couple rides 
together but then she ditched her friend and just hung out with me. :) 
We rode on a few more rides then took a break and went to have ice 
cream. While we were eating she told me that her grandmother doesn't 
like her hanging out with me, "But I don't care," she said. She told me 
she was avoiding her grandmother. I told her that I feel shy around her 
grandma and her young-woman friend because I know they don't like that I 
hang out with her. She said, "They reject you." and told me that she 
used to think her young-woman friend was really nice but that lately she 
is always asking her if she feels comfortable around me and she is 
always saying, "Yes." and thinking, "I can take care of myself!"

We talked about a lot of things and she was the one to keep the 
conversation going too. I was usually struggling to find something to 
say and would say things that never lead to anything. But the over all 
experience was very good. We spent 2 - 3 hours together and were 
constantly exchanging smiles. I kept thinking to myself how lucky I was 
to be spending time with such a beautiful and kind-hearted young girl. 
We had a lot of fun going on the rides together.

---

The bad news...

It was getting to be time for me to leave the fair. Then all of a sudden 
this old man (Amy's grandfather I guess) was standing right in front of 
me telling me, "I need to have a talk with you."

He told me to find someone my own age. That he didn't like his kid 
hanging out with "old guys". I told him that all I want is to be friends 
with her and he said that the best way to be her friend is to, "stay 
away from her or you'll have ME as a friend," he said with a sarcastic 
smile. His message to me was that he did not want me to hang around with 
Amy anymore. 

That was fucking depressing. Doesn't it seem unfair? - they will let Amy 
spend the weekend with her young-woman friend whom she knows from the 
flea market... but won't even allow me to talk to her because I am a 
young man and I show interest in her. I have spent time with her a total 
of 5 days in 5-6 weeks.

I said "See you later..." to Amy as she was having a talk with her 
grandmother. She was probably getting in trouble. They probably told her 
there is something "wrong" with a man who seeks friendships with kids.

Any advice? Maybe I will go to the flea market anyway and just stay far 
away from her grandmother. It's heart-breaking to think that I cannot 
spend time with Amy anymore.

'Flickorna'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Misty Vain' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Christian' wrote:
>'Misty Vain' argued that theft might not be inherently wrong.  
>I must beg to

I see your point but of course there would be some rules in 
that case too, like 'Daveboy' wasn't saying that everyone should
be able to have sex with anyone s/he likes. I guess my point was 
that legalizing sex with children requires an enormously 
radical change in the way of thinking.

--

'Rational'' wrote:
>I would like to talk with you about our specific feelings as 
>being young peds.
> ...
>                   so what's like for all of us being peds 
>at college?

There aren't many kids around, the time at school was much 
better! Or what did you mean? :-)

One thing that I have noticed that although there are all kind
of clubs and activist groups, there doesn't seem to be one for
ones like us... And especially when there are so many odd-bods
around, one might think one could melt in...

>Probably all of us are still very close to our 
>parents, what do you think about it?

It is a big restriction, because I live with them! I would 
like to decorate my computer with girls and stuff like that 
which I can't do. But moving away would be expensive and there
wouldn't be anyone cooking for me, so I guess I'm partly just
lazy... And it may help keep me sane having people around me.

And no matter what they say, the girl in Boyzone's video 
_is_ mind-bogglingly enchanting... ;-)

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hi again, everyone.

I was going to tell you something positive about child-loving and why
its good, although the two examples are boys and I don't really love
them as I do girls. More in moment. But first I remembered something
from when I was 15. Some people have written about how parents can be
suspicious of their motives if they hug girls etc.,  and there are
others who say the parents are more enlightened and I was thinking how
lucky they were and I wished I knew parents like that. And I remember
that I did. Once upon a time, I was 15 and our family, dad, two younger
sisters and my gran, (My lovely mother pissed off when I was 4) were on
holiday in the far north of Scotland. I was at that age where I couldn't
be bothered by anything, and although LG's were a source of great
pleasure, (sometimes too obviously so) I didn't really go out much. The
place we were at was very quiet and being Scotland it rained all the
time. There were only four other children there, two pairs of brother and
sister. This lg was about 6, and I can't remember her name, but I fell
in love with her and she with me. Her parents were ok. She would sit on
my knee and her mother never said a negative thing about it. Her mum
told me that the girl had a crush on me, which was nice. All 7 of us of
went for walks together, (the kids that it is!) and on the way back this
girl would let me carry her. I think we had gone the first time whilst
our parents were at the pub and had left the caravans unlocked, so they
came to find us. Carrying this lg, I felt really embarrassed when my dad
saw me, as I've said before he frowned upon any such activity, but the
girls' mother didn't mind. The relationship only lasted a week, but it
was great. She was worth the sarcastic remarks from my dad. On one walk,
as I put my arms around her she whispered that she loved me, which was
really cute!

As I've said before, I've had the privilege of being involved in teen
and preteen youth groups and there was this boy, about 7, who was BAD,
i.e., no-one could control him. If something went wrong, he got the
blame. The people working with me were supposed to be Christian, but
there was no sign of love and understanding for this wee [small] boy. 
I decided that I would try. Instead of jumping on him for being BAD, 
I tried to ignore it and when he was good I made sure I told him. It 
worked fair bit as his behaviour improved. One day I took a group of about 
12 or so kids out somewhere, and he wanted to come. (This trip gave me 
chance to spend some time with my favourite all-time girl, who was still 
in love with me at that time!) Anyway, despite my fears, he was very
well behaved and I told him I was proud. Sadly the family moved away. I 
hope that the positive influence I was able to give will be of some help. 
Who knows? Point is that we are supposed to harm children, but I think 
it's the other way round. (Hope you don't mind that this example is 
about a boy. The same principles apply).

Some people have tried to explain why they think they became gl's etc. I
remember when I was about 5. After the mother thing left, we were put
into care for a few years. One day I saw my old nursery teacher and ran
to greet her, but she told me to go away, because apparently I'd not
spoken to her last time she spoke to me. This is probably the cruellest
thing that anyone has ever done or said to me. I decided that I would
never treat a child that way when I was big. And I've mainly stuck to
it, except once.

Anyway, I must go now, with my bag of sweeties and colouring book and
pencils. Don't be silly you who read this hoping to find a dirty old ped
to arrest - They are all for me!

Until next time, take care,

Bye

'Freddy'

--

[Later...]

On the way home tonight, I had to pop into the shop to buy 
cards for the electricity meter. On the shelf where I paid 
was collection box for something, obviously to do with 
children, because it was also full of sweeties. On the box 
it said things like 'hug your child' etc. if you want them 
to grow up healthy. I've been trying to do that all my life!!

As I've mentioned I've been reading through the archives 
and I've gotten to about mid 1997. I've laughed and cried 
at some of the things that have been written. As I read I 
am thinking something weird here. I KNOW THESE GUYS. sh*t! 
On Sunday I spent a very long time just reading the posts 
and when I eventually surfaced and left the computer, I 
felt as if a part of me had been cut off. It was very strange.

'Freddy'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Flickorna' wrote:
>About these nude images of children on computers:
>Are they legal in the USA?
>
>I had my computer serviced recenlty and beforehand
>I meticulously removed any trace of anything that might
>have given me away as a girl lover -- all but the
>most obvious that is. I left a nude prepubescent girl
>as my Windows 95 wallpaper. When the tech guy booted
>up my computer, there she was, plain as day.
>
>"I like that little thing there," he said pointing to
>the nude girl, "I just wish she were a little older."
>Then he looked at me for a reaction.
>
>I was speechless.

All I can say is *wow*! I had Windows wallpaper like that up on my
computer for a few days some months back and I got so scared that
someone would see it that I got rid of it. To erase all things that
would give you away as a girl-lover *but* your Windows wallpaper
was certainly bold of you, and I must say you got off very lucky.
Most people would have nailed your behind to the wall. I am glad
this person was supportive of you though, because I'd hate to see
you in trouble.

--

'Daerthe' wrote:
>Hello!
>
>My name is 'Daerthe', and I've been lurking on ASGL
>for a couple months now. I've been meaning to post
>for awhile, but I'm pretty lazy, to be completely honest.
>I'm a bit 'new' to girl-loving, being only 18 (I had my
>'great revelation' about 2 years ago), but I love
>little girls more then I could ever relay in words;
>as I'm sure you all do as well...

Welcome 'Daerthe'! It is a pleasure seeing someone your age on this
list. Don't worry about being new to girl-loving. We have all been
there. I am glad you have found us. I wish I had found ASGL when I
was a newbie in girl-loving. (Although ASGL was not around 15 years
ago, when I was starting teen-hood) Please feel at home here and post 
whatever you need to, good or bad. We're here to help and support 
one another through the good as well as the not-so-good days.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>It's my understanding that mere nudity is not illegal.  The
>standards are exactly the same in print as on the computer.
>What's illegal is:

>1) Photos of children involved in actual sex acts.
>2) 'Lascivious display of genitals'
>
>Of course, it's still prudent not to let others see your nudism
>photos.  Many people erroneously think that child nudity is
>illegal, and a prosecuter can cause you a lot of grief, even 
>without getting a conviction.
>
>Hell, there's a diaper ad on broadcast TV that shows a beautifully
>photographed close up of a baby's bare bottom. (Love that ad!)

Thank you. I was not sure. I had tried looking up laws about nude
child pictures, but everything I found contradicted the other
sources, so I was quite unsure. I think I had best stick with
nudist/naturist books and videos for the time being. Being an
ex-nudist/naturist I know first hand that these particular books
and videos do show nude children and they are not illegal. BTW...
regarding the nude baby bottom commercial... I love it too. :-)

--

'Target' wrote:
>I'm breaking my lurking to send a poem, for those who have
>daughters....
<snip>

That was a beautiful poem, 'Target'. I wish I were as fluent with
my words as you are with yours. Welcome to the family!

--

'Christian' wrote (to me):
>Out of curiosity, how old is your sister?  Perhaps I'd like to
>meet her. I think it's incredibly cute when children masturbate.

My sister, adopted, is 5. She is a wonderful outgoing little girl.
Sometimes too outgoing as she will talk to anyone. To her no-one is
a stranger, and that's what has both me and my parents scared to
death. That's also why she's not allowed anywhere, except school,
without the supervision of one of our parents. I take it you've
actually witnessed children masturbating? If so, you are lucky, as
I have not had that pleasure yet. Oh and you can forget about
meeting her. Our parents are very strict as to who has contact with
her and my brother who is 6. Hell my step-dad doesn't even like me
having any contact with them, but he grudgingly allows it if my
mother is around.

>When I was a little boy, my mom was always telling me to get my
>hands out of my pants.  She is seriously opposed to masturbation, 
>especially for children, because it is psychologically damaging 
>to them.  Perhaps that is why I became a pedophile.  (My parents' 
>reasoning, not mine)

I always kept my masturbation very private from my mother when I
was growing up. In those days it was taboo to masturbate. It also
has to do with the religion my parents and I grew up in, which is
the same religion my little brother and sister are being raised in.
(For anonymity sake, and so that Ianthe won't have to delete it if
he chooses, I am not saying what religion that is.) Suffice it to
say I have since changed religions to one that is more liberal. But
let's not spark a religious debate here. That's not my intent. :-)
BTW... It is my opinion that masturbation is not psychologically
damaging to a child. In fact it's a healthy thing for a child to
do, IMO.

>My parents have told me that even smiling at girls is
>psychologically damaging to them.

Smiling to kids is damaging to them? Poppycock! These days kids need
kind people in their lives. Even a kind stranger who smiles at them
and will never see them again. I always make it a priority to smile
when I see a child. Sometimes they respond in kind. Others who are
taught that strangers who smile at them want to molest them get
scared or scowl back. Now THAT is damaging to a child. To have a
parent say that a smiling stranger wants to molest them. Where the
hell do some parents get off telling their kids that.

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>Please forgive and forget my last
>posting wherein I spoke of things
>like suicide.  I am not usually
>given to flights of gloom like
>that.  I will be fine and feel
>emvarrassed for having posted that.

My friend, I am glad it was a temporary thing. I myself have
thoughts like that occasionally and it's good to get them out in
the open. Please don't be embarrassed. You have friends here who
love you and are willing to help you whenever you need it. *hugs*

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote (to me):
>I wonder if he is aware that lots of  people associate gay's with
>pedophile ... Then maybe that is why he is so paranoid and try 
>to dissociate any close tie to it.  My good if it would be know 
>that a pedophile is in the ranks what would people think.

Yes people unfortunately *do* associate gay men with child
molesters. BTW... the story I was going to write was about a gay
sexual experience that I had as an early teen with a boy of the
same age.

>Although worst taught ... a girl lover and gay at
>the same time.

Please explain? I don't understand what you are trying to say. It
sounds like you are saying that gay men can't be girl lovers? To
clarify my sexuality, I am more attracted to men than I am women,
but regarding children I am attracted to little girls and boys.
Although my attraction to little girls is much stronger. Now I
don't want to start a war here. I am just trying to set the record
straight, so to speak. Please, no flames or boy-lover bashing
regarding this post. Thank you. :-)

--

'Pegasus' wrote:
>Hello everyone,
>
>Please permit me to introduce myself, my call name is "Pegassus",
>I'm 31 years old and I've been lurking in AGSL for about a
>month.

Welcome 'Pegasus'! I hope you enjoy it here and get a lot out of
our experiences.

--

I am so sorry for the length of this post but I was 3 issues behind
in responding and I had a free night so I took advantage of it.

Today I was out and about at a state agency getting some things
done. In the waiting room I sat across from this woman and her
little girl who I would guess to have been around 6 or 7. She was a
very pretty dark-haired-blonde with a dress on. She nor her mother
seemed to care that she was sitting in such a way as to show off
her pretty little white panties. At least until she caught me
glancing at them one too many times, at which time she whispered
into the little girl's ear. I assume it was to tell her not to
expose her panties like that. Boy, was I disappointed. But at least
the woman didn't call me on my glances. Right before I was called
to do my business her dad and baby brother came in. Which reminded
me how much easier I feel relating to a little girl's mother rather
than her father. Anyway... it was nice while it lasted. I am just
sorry that I had been too obvious or else the little girl could
have carried on without her mother's intervention.

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Seven' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Phil Zimmerman' (allegedly), as quoted by 'Seven' said:
>Answer:
>Because of the RSA patent, many versions of PGP do not support RSA.  
>You can buy a version that does, but it costs extra, so we can 
>pay royalties for the use of the patent.  See our web site at 
>http://www.pgp.com for how to get an RSA version.
>
>Of course, the much better answer is to urge your friends to 
>upgrade to PGP 6.0, and generate Diffie-Hellman keys.  Then they 
>can use all the new features.  The RSA stuff is obsolete.  Our 
>freeware version of PGP 6.0 is easily available to your friends.  
>Tell them to go to http://www.pgpi.com for the best way to find 
>out where to download it from.  There is also a good
>FAQ section on that site that explains all this.

A little more research and I found that this isn't quite accurate.

One does not have to pay more for the PGP that handles RSA keys.

Just download Ver 5.0 FREEWARE  from:
http://bs.mit.edu:8001/pgp-form.html  (for those in the US)
It handles RSA keys just fine.

Outside of the US go to  http://www.pgpi.com 

'Seven'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Quilty' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

"Media Watch" is a radical feminist publication that opposes sexism and
violence in the media. (My motives for subscribing are not altogether
pure, though I agree with some of their ideals.) The latest issues has
an article called 'Mainlining Pornography,' and here's a quote from it
that adds to the discussion here about young girls and provocative
clothing:

"... a woman described babysitting an 8-year-old girl who was wearing
Porn Star clothing. The label is small but sewn on the front lapel of
the clothes. She asked her what her parents thought of her wearing that
and if she knew what the label meant. 'Well,' the young girl replied, 'I
know it makes the boys like me better.' This clothing is popular and for
sale at Nordstroms and Mervyns."

So now you all know what to get your favorite niece for Christmas!

'Quilty'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Soft_&_Gentle' write:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Christian' wrote about 'sLeepOVER' response:
>I agree with sLeepOVER.  I can't believe you said what you did.

Me either, but none the fact I did.

Like I answer 'Sleepover', I think she was more upset that I called her a
whore then saying she dressed the little one like one. I say this because
she did not react when I spoke that she dressed the little one so that I
feel to get inside her pants, she got upset when I told her "if she wanted
to dress like a whore it was her business, but not to dress the little one
like her".

Yes all the arguments of the liberty to dress like one desire she is allowed
to, I agree with this. No what did upset me and got me angry, was ... you
dress or act like a "cock teaser" then be ready to receive the attention
that comes with it.

Makes me think... the boy in the bus, after my reply.

>I like little girls dressed like whores, and you shouldn't tell
>their parents that stuff because it might discourage them from dressing
>their daughters like that in the future.  Now we wouldn't want that, would
>we?

That is a matter of personal taste and I respect yours.

Me, I like them in short dress, or skirts or loose fitting short. Okay 
... I do have a liking for little girl panties, so that is beside the 
point.

The main reason, I did not like her dress like this is; because that way,
she loose all what is charming about a little girl; innocence,
youthfulness, simplicity and the charms of a little girl.

The other reason; seeing her like this, I did not feel like to be friend
with her or to try to seduced her. The only feeling I had, was... 'you 
want me in your pants, okay let's screw and that's it'.

This is the same reason I hate all those paying sex web site, they all
looked like a meat market, no romance, no seduction, no beauty .....
.... just "a twat to fu*k", "a piece of meat" to use and discard.

To me this is not what LG is all about. Sure I like to be sexually
involved, but that must be about 30% of what I seek in a relation 
with a LG.

I appreciate yours' and Sleepover's comments, but please don't get hang 
on only one comment I did look at the rest too.

I enjoy nude pics, in regards to you saying that you 'like them to 
dress like whore' ...

To me, 'chains and whips' etc, do not go with LG. Although I know 
some guys love it and I respect their choice, we cannot have all 
the same taste. Like some may say I am weird for liking pre-teens 
in diapers.

Got to go, but will write about the boy tonight.

Later, Soft_&_Gentle
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!


'Christian' wrote:
>I think Tr'Pakh said something like "If you do not give in to your
>sexual desires, you will go insane."  I beg to differ.  There are plenty
>of sane, well-adjusted people who have lived their whole lives without
>ever having sex.

I'm sorry if I was unclear, but I did not mean that if you do not
give in to sexual desire you will go insane.  I meant that if you
try to deny that sexual desire *exists*, if you try to sublimate
your body's natural instincts to the extent of denying that the
even exist, you *can* *easily* go insane.

I know many people who are celibate by choice, who simply choose not
to have sex, and they are happy, healthy people, but they also do
not deny that they *have* sexual feelings, sexual desires.  They simply
choose not to act on them.  There's a distinct difference between that
and totally denying that you have any sexual desires.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>I thought of this after I'd sent of my last posting. Is it Tr'pak 
>who has Rachel? Anyway it seems to me that many of those who have 
>written to this newletter express a desire to know how little 
>girls feel about adult-child relationships and I was just wondering, 
>has Rachel ever posted a message to ASGL-L?

Well, it's not me who has Rachel ... it's Rachel who has *me*, and no,
she has not yet expressed an interest in posting to the list.  She's
made some comments to me about what she's read here, though, and I
may ask her if it's OK if I share them.

--

>ascii list of the Allessandra's Smile catalog:
> Lippoth, A. Kinder vor der Kamera. (boy)

Absolutely beutiful photographs!  Highly recommended!

> Mann, Sally. Immediate Family.(hc)

One of my all time favorites!  If you have not yet had a look
at this book, do so ASAP!  Sally Mann is a masterful artist.

> Ovenden, Graham. States of Grace (on-line)

Definitely worth having a look at.  Ovenden is an outstanding
photographer, and it's sad that his work is no longer in print.

> Stanaman, L.A. On-Line Images.

Another outstanding photographer!  Highly recommended!

> Sturges, Jock. Last Day of Summer.(hc)
> Sturges. Radiant Identities. 

Jock Sturges.  What more needs to be said?

>Kincaid, James. Erotic Innocence - The Culture of Child Molesting.

If you have not yet read this book, do so as soon as you possibly
can.  Kincaid shows exactly how our societal hysteria over children
and sex got started, what feeds it, and how our society itself is
at fault for starting the myth of the child, making it both desirable
and taboo at the same time.

   [ There's a review in the lastest issue of Fresh Petals ]

I'm only halfway through it as of right now, but I have a hard time
putting it down.  Mr. Kincaid is, I think, *not* a paedophile himself,
but he is definitely "on our side" of the battle against the 
de-sexualization of the child by society.

He shows, in amazing detail and stark contrast, just how most
people delude themselves into believing that they are not attracted,
at least in some way, to children by citing examples from mainstream
movies, and showing how society sexualize the "cute", and yet denies,
by various means, that we are doing so.

If you only buy one book this year, make it this one!

>Thompson, Sharon. Going All The Way: Teenage girls' tales of sex,
>romance & pregnancy.

Another one that's on my list, but I haven't read it yet, because
it is still in transit ... darn those slow delivery people ... I'll
post my opinions on it as soon as I have some ...

--

That's all for now, be well all!

'Tr'Pakh'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, everyone!

'Daveboy' wrote:
>When I moved up to Senior school, I made friends with a 
>boy who invited me home to meet the rest of his family. 
>He had the most gorgeous Nine year old tomboy sister and 
>from that day, I heaped all my affections onto her.
>( I was now 12 ), again, all my friends thought I was crazy 
>being interested in a girl 3 years younger, and again, I 
>couldn't make them understand how I felt. They seemed 
>more interested in OLDER girls.. and THAT seemed weird to me.

Interesting.  My father is 8 years older than my mother, and no one ever
gave him crap about that.  When I was that age, I preferred older girls
(teenagers) but gradually my preference went in the direction of being
interested in preteens.

>We had an on and off relationship that went on for the 
>following 14 years until I eventualy managed to get a 
>ring on her finger and we are still together with 3 
>wonderful children.

I'm happy for you.  And my parents and "doctors" told me no one would
ever be able to do what you just did.  Goes to show how years of medical
training doesn't mean anything when you blindly believe what society
tells you.

>One evening the project held a Disco and I was there 
>helping out. I watched her most of the night, getting 
>jealous every time she seemed to be looking at any 
>of the boys, and especialy when I noticed her dancing 
>with them.

Jealousy can be an evil thing, remember, especially since you're married.
If you don't want your wife to be jealous of you, don't yourself be
jealous of little girls.  You don't want to be guilty of the same kind of
double standard that all of us pedophiles are trying to fight.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>I remember the first time I saw holiday brochure that was offering 
>me 'free children'! Well, I nearly came on the spot, and rushed 
>in for my copy. I was having a hard time picking out which 
>little girl from the brochure I really wanted, there were so many,
>so I asked the assistant if there was a limit to the number of free
>children I could choose.She told me that it was one free child per
>adult. I asked her how I went about ordering the child, and where I
>would pick her up etc,. She explained that I could only have the free
>child if I was booking an adult place on the holiday. Shit ! I didn't
>have 400. I'm still saving :)

<laughing out loud>, I loved that story!  Is it actually true or did 
you make it up?

--

'Simon' wrote:
>It seems that my subconcious (?right word?) forbids me to be with a girl
>without having one who knows about me with me.  Perhaps I do not trust
>myself?

I believe the word you're looking for is "conscience".  I do hope that one
day you will be comfortable enough with the fact that you are a pedophile
that you will learn to trust even yourself around children.

>I am in therapy, yes.  But the dates are difficult to keep
>and much too short (getting longer soon).

In therapy, eh?  I hope they don't do too much damage to your mind there.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>'Christian' asked:
>>By the way, can anyone here tell me the difference between a 
>>psychologist and a psychiatrist?  I'm not even sure myself what the 
>>difference is.
>Does it really matter?  The operative root word for both is "psycho".

Well said, my friend.  :D

>Actually, psychology is more of a science.  Psychologists try to
>understand why people do what they do, think what they think.
>It is, however, the single most non-scientific science currently
>in existence (except, perhaps, for Christian Science, which is
>really nothing more than psychology wearing a different tie ...),
>given that most of it's axioms, hypotheses, and practices are
>based on subjective and non-quantifiable judgements of human
>beings about other human beings.  I guess it's just my
>engineering background that makes me highly suspicious of such
>methods.  You'll note, also, that people who graduate in
>psychology hold degrees labeled "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Arts"
>rather than "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Science".

Well, I didn't know that!  Heh, makes me feel a bit better.  Even if their
degrees say "doctor" on them, I still don't like calling them doctors.
As for the Christian Scientists, I really wish the name "Christian" wasn't
in there, because there is so much about that belief that goes against
what Christians like myself believe.

>Psychiatry is, IMNERHO, quackery.  Psychiatrists exists to 
>manipulate how you think, to turn you into a victim, to convince
>you that all your problems are the fault of some childhood trauma.
>If I had a time machine, the first thing I'd do is to go back
>and bash in the head of that damned Sigmund Freud.  His pseudo-
>science has been the cause for more human suffering than even
>the worst of wars or famines.

Wow, and I thought I was the one who felt most strongly about this.  All I
can say is I agree with you.  In fact, I have another story about this to
relate.  This is not my personal experience, but I've heard about it.

A guy in the U.S.S.R. a number of years ago was preaching the gospel of
Christianity, which was illegal at the time.  They sent him to prison
where he preached to all the inmates there.  They said something like "A
prison is where people are supposed to fight, play cards, and swear.
Let's get rid of this guy." so they sent him to a mental hospital where
they stuffed him full of pills to "cure" his Christianity.  Another
example of the miracles of modern medicine.  Fortunately, the pills wore
off and he became normal again.  I forget the guy's last name, but his
first name was Valeri (A Russian name, I guess).  This story was part of a
presentation by a guy from the [...] about how Christians are persecuted 
worldwide.  I wish they would pay as much attention to pedophiles as they 
do to Christians, as pedophiles are persecuted in more countries than 
Christians are (this is by no means to say that we might as well ignore 
the persecution of Christians that goes on in some countries).

My parents have encouraged me to take some pills to cure my 'evil desires',
but I said no way.  There's no way I'm going to take mind-numbing drugs
that will rob me of my desire to make the world a better place for
pedophiles like you guys.

>More likely, it was your parents' constantly telling you NOT to
>masturbate that would have caused any psychological damage you 
>may have.  There's just no escaping the fact that masturbation
>is a normal, healthy part of human development and sexuality, and
>it's people who preach that masturbation is evil, and if you do
>it or even think about doing it, you'll go to hell, or you'll go 
>blind, or some other such rot, are the ones who are damaging our
>children.

I don't think I have too much psychological damage.  And I've always
masturbated in private when no one was watching.  I figure that's the only
time no one can tell me that what I'm doing is wrong.  Even the Bible
doesn't say masturbation is wrong, but people are always making the Bible 
say what they want it to say.

>Of course he doesn't know.  He actually believes all that crap the
>media and the Christian Coalition spew out about padeophiles! No
>offence, 'Christian', but those Christian Coalition people are nothing
>more than a bunch of self-righteous super-wealthy power-hungry
>bigots who think that everybody should think exactly as they do and
>will buy as many politicians as they can to make sure the law agrees
>with them.

No offence taken; I'm not a member of the Christian Coalition.  But if I
ever feel compelled to join them, I will make every effort to change their
anti-pedophile ways (Not likely this will happen any time soon, though).

>She wanted it badly, and did apply quite a bit of pressure to make
>it happen.  After discussing the consequences and ramifications,
>many of which she did not fully understand before our discussion,
>including the social stigma and legal consequences, she decided that
>she wanted to continue anyway, and that we must both agree to keep
>it quiet.

And that's exactly the way it should be done.  A lot of times pedophiles
forget to discuss possible consequences with their young girlfriends and
that's why they grow up regretting their decision.  Well done.

>For anyone who hasn't read them yet, I highly recommend George
>Orwell's _1984_, and _The_Illuminatus_Trilogy_, both of which
>illustrate Police States very well.

Another story Orwell wrote with a similar plot line is "Animal Farm."

   [ A much more approachable and readable book, in my opinion ]

My parents have told me that if a man has sex with a preteen girl, he
could damage her body to the extent that she will bleed to death out of
her vagina.  Can anyone verify this?  I love little girls, but I certainly
wouldn't want to cause this sort of harm to them.  Is there a certain age
at which it becomes safe for the girl to have intercourse?  The main
reason I'm asking is I don't want pedophiles to look bad to the rest of
society... you know "pedophiles are all rotten people who kill little 
girls by having sex with them"

Well, that's all I can think of to say for now.  Bye.

'Christian'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'PK1' wrote:
>How about the episode that had the uncle (Dan Ackroid?) babysitting
>two girls (played by Gilda and someone else?)? That's one you never
>see re-run or on the video tapes :-) My favorite line from DA "You
>might say, the woman for me just hasn't been born yet" (or words to
>that effect, haven't seen it in years).

I'd forgotten about that!  Buck Henry was the pedo uncle, Larraine
Newman the other little girl.  The uncle was portrayed as odd,
amusing, but never dangerous.  He never coerced the girls, but just
invited them to play games ("Hey, girls.  Why don't you get all your
dirty undies and bring them down here.  Now drop them all over me."
(he's lying on the floor))  And the girls always loved the games.
Wow!  To think that attitudes about pedos could ever have been so
benign!  It's like a different planet.

--

'Christian' wrote:
>However, if the scenario I just described is impossible, then I 
>hope for the second best thing:  To meet a woman, tell her I have 
>pedophilic tendencies, see if she's willing to marry me anyway, and 
>have an understanding adult wife.  My parents believe both these 
>scenarios are impossible, since no woman would ever want to marry 
>a "child molester" (their words, not mine).

I can assure you from experience (and others on this list can, too)
that the second scenario can indeed happen.  My wife knows all about
me, we've been married 20 years, we have a good relationship, and
she is also a devout Christian.  I've written of my marriage before,
so I won't repeat myself, unless you ask.  Your parents literally
don't know what they're talking about.

>By the way, can anyone here tell me the difference between a 
>psychologist and a psychiatrist?  

A psychiatrist is also a medical doctor, and can prescribe medicine.
A psychologist is not a medical doctor, and can not prescribe
medicine.

--

>Ianthe and Freddy wrote about the UK becoming a police state:

That's especially sad, considering that the UK has long had a
reputation as having the most reasonable, well-controlled, and
professional police in the world.  Many years ago I heard a joke
that went something like this:  In heaven the British are the
police, Germans are engineers, and Italians are the cooks.  In hell
the Germans are the police, the Italians the engineers, and the
British the cooks.  (I hope this doesn't offend anyone; I realize
all these stereotypes are untrue.  My point is the reputation of 
the British police.)

   [ Like many things - it's a stereotype with a grain of
     truth, but many exceptions.  ]

--

'Daveboy' wrote:

>I help out as a voluntere at a childrens project...

Very touching story.  Thank you.  But what is a "childrens project'?

--

'Mouse' wrote:
>What time does that show [Kidsongs] come on on PBS? I'd like to
>check it out. 

11:30 am on the East Coast on PBS.

>What do you think about 'Blue's Clues' if you have cable? That show
>has some nice kids in it.

My kids like Blue's Clues.  But I've never seen any kids on it.
Steve is the only live human; the others are all cartoons.

I don't especially like Barney, but I appreciate the fact that the
children aren't all perfect physical specimens -- they have a girl
who's chubby, a boy who wears a brace, etc.

'Giggle Maker'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>>Anyone else here a fan of the US TV show "KidSongs"?  It's
>>on PBS on weekday mornings.  It features lovely videos of
>>cheerful kids performing all sorts of music.

Yeah, I've seen that on Sunday morning. It's a cute show, the 
lg's are sweet and the songs are fun.

Speaking of kids singing, someone mentioned "The Cranes" awhile back, how
the lead singer sounds like a kid. If you like girl's voices try to get
your hands on the CD series "Kinderen voor Kinderen". There are 18 CDs so
far in all and some of the girl's voices will bring you to tears of joy.
The songs are inspired by kid's ideas and range from a song about a kid's
father dying to a song a girl sings about noticing her breasts starting to
grow as she sits in the bathtub. It is in Dutch and the lyrics are supplied
with the CDs but even if you can't read it and don't understand it, the
angel voices are still beautiful. I especially like #1, #4,#5, #6, #11 and
#17.

There is a way of ordering the cd's .

Price is Dfl. 19,95 per cd, extra freight costs for 10 cd's will be 
approx. Dfl. 55,--, which is registered mail. (Dfl would be about 
52 cents each, check current exchange rates.)

If you send a cheque (in your own currency, I sent a bank check) and
accompanying letter with the exact titles to VARA, P.O. Box 175
1200 AD Hilversum you will receive shipment in a couple of weeks.

'Sunstorm'
------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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     Press-cuttings round-up:


* UK: Fathers win right to anonymity over sex abuse warnings
* Philippines: Briton sent to death row for child rape, grave
  doubts about an unsafe conviction
* USA: Jury faults psychiatrist for not revealing colleague's 
  fantasies - could chill patient/therapist relations
* UK: 'mentor' plan for youths
* USA: Sting man banned from Net for 5 years
* Snippets
* Editorials and features
  - After homo's and communists, now the pedophiles
  - "My parents were naturists"
  - New lad mag offers britboys bonking, footie and drugs
* Book review
* Conference flyer, Italy

------------------------------------------------------------

Friday 9th October 1998
  
Fathers win appeal over sex abuse warnings

TWO fathers won appeals yesterday against judges' orders 
allowing warnings to be sent by local authorities about 
their potential danger to children.

 Three Court of Appeal judges unanimously allowed their
appeals under laws protecting witnesses in privately-heard
Children Act proceedings from self-incrimination and the
confidentiality of such hearings.

 The men cannot be placed on the police national register
of child abusers because they have not been convicted in a
criminal court. Both men now have the right to remain
anonymous.

 Allowing their appeals against the disclosure orders, Lady
Justice Butler-Sloss, sitting with Lords Justices Hutchison
and Chadwick, ruled that their cases fell outside
guidelines laid down by the courts in 1997 and in previous
cases.

 The children directly involved in the proceedings, she
said, were now fully protected and there were no pending
investigations by the police or any other agency which
might be assisted by the disclosure of the men's
identities. The judge said: "The public interest in the
administration of justice and in the prosecution of crime
does not arise."

 The local authorities had argued that they had a duty
under the Children Act to inform other councils about sex
abusers and that the findings of sexual abuse should be 
treated as analogous to convictions and cautions in 
criminal proceedings.  The local authority argued
that it had a duty under sections 17 and 47 of the 1989 
Children Act to inform other local authorities of 
relevant information about sex abusers. 

  While the Appeal Judges said they had great sympathy with 
the wish to protect other children who might be at
risk from a man believed to be an abuser, it was important 
to recognise that Parliament had not thought it appropriate 
to include such cases within the statutory and regulatory 
framework specifically designed for the protection of 
children where the man had neither been cautioned nor 
convicted of any sexual abuse, and in fact where he had been 
acquitted of offences against the very children with which 
the family court was directly concerned. 

 As the law stood, there were no regulations allowing
disclosure of information to those not directly involved in
child protection cases, except where it was to assist in
pending or potential criminal proceedings. The use made of
such information might be oppressive and unjust for Mr L
and Mr W when there was no suggestion that any specific
child was at risk, said the judge.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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The Times

  _Abby Tan _reports on businessman who says the charges
  involving his stepdaughter were concocted 

_Briton sent to death row for child rape_ 
  
  A BRITISH businessman became the only foreigner on death
row in the Philippines yesterday when he was sentenced to
die by lethal injection. Albert "Sunny" Wilson, 46, from
Kent, was convicted of raping his 12-year-old stepdaughter. 
Wilson, a property developer who has been living in the
Philippines since 1993, says the charge was concocted. He
said: "I have been left to rot for two years in jail when
there is ample evidence to prove my innocence. No one has
sympathy with a supposed child sex offender in South East
Asia." 

British diplomats were in the court but were not able to
speak to Wilson. As he was bundled out of the courtroom,
Ismael Billena, Wilson's lawyer, said they would appeal:
"This is not the end and we are not giving up hope." 

The case arose when Wilson's stepdaughter, Nika, told her
mother she was raped in their home in Valenzuela, a suburb
of Manila, in 1996. Her mother, Vicky Delistan, who was out
shopping at the time, refused to believe the girl. So Nika
went to her natural father, who complained to police. 

Wilson had been living with Ms Delistan for eight years
while she has been fighting to annul her marriage to Nika's
father. Wilson was arrested in September 1996 but police
had to change the dates of the alleged attacks as school
records and teachers' testimony showed that the girl had
been in class at the time. 

A police medical examination of the girl showed that she
had not been raped, nor could she have been seriously
sexually molested. When Wilson's lawyers showed this
evidence to senior figures in the Department of Justice
they sent instructions to the local prosecutor in
Valenzuela to drop most of the charges. Wilson said: "The
prosecutor claimed he never received such an instruction.
Even if the death sentence is commuted, why should I rot in
this hellhole for years for something I haven't done." 

He then described how the girl's natural father visited him
in prison. "It was made clear by him that if I paid a
million pesos (25,000 UK Pounds), the charges would be 
dropped." An official at the jail confirmed Wilson's version 
but he claims that the girl's natural father, Pio Pasco, is a
prominent figure in Manila's local government. Mr Pasco's
estranged wife supports Wilson's claims of innocence. 
She said: "He has treated both my children as his own. He
has provided a home for them, given them clothes and has
paid for their education. "But Nika was always a reckless 
girl. She was hard to discipline and these charges are 
just spite."

Wilson was ordered to pay his stepdaughter 700. Stephen 
Jakobi of Fair Trials Abroad, which is supporting Wilson's 
appeal, said: "The whole thing stinks. There was a lot 
of evidence that showed that this attack could not have 
taken place. The girl's mother and brother are supporting 
Wilson, which suggests doubts." 

A Foreign Office spokesman said: "We have noted the
sentence but we cannot get involved while Mr Wilson's
appeal is still to be heard." 

Death penalties in the Philippines are automatically
reviewed by the Supreme Court, a process that can take
years.

------------------------------------------------------------
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_Jury faults psychiatrist for not revealing colleague's 
fantasies_

October 8th 1998

                        -- A psychiatrist who failed to
warn anyone about another doctor's sexual fantasies about
children was held partly responsible by a federal jury
Thursday for the alleged molestation of a 10-year-old boy. 
Dr.Douglas Ingram was found negligent in not warning anyone
about Dr. Joseph DeMasi.

 The verdict's effect on the principle of doctor-patient
confidentiality was not immediately clear. One psychiatrist
said the case is unusual enough that its effect will not be
large.

 As part of his training in psychiatry, DeMasi underwent
psychotherapy with Ingram during the mid-1980s. During the
sessions, DeMasi admitted fantasizing about sexual activity 
with children.

 DeMasi went on to become a child psychiatrist. He later
allegedly molested three boys, including one who was 10 
at the time.  That child's family sued Ingram and the New 
York Medical College, where DeMasi was being trained.  
The boy, now 22 and serving a prison sentence, is expected 
to testify on Friday.

 During the trial, Ingram said that he had questioned
DeMasi about whether he had ever molested a child, intended
to molest a child or fantasized about a particular child.
In each case, Ingram testified, the answer was no.

 Ingram also said that he had consulted with five other
psychiatrists and was confident that he had no obligation
to report DeMasi's disclosure or force him out of the
residency program.

 DeMasi pleaded guilty to "risk of injury to a minor" and
received a seven-year prison sentence in 1987.

 In most cases, conversations between a doctor and patient
are considered private. But court cases in the past 25
years have gradually established that psychiatrists also
have a duty to protect others who may be threatened by
patients, especially when specific individuals have been
identified.

"If patients can't talk to doctors about their fantasies,
it's going to destroy treatment," Dr. Walter Borden, a
therapist and forensic psychiatrist, said. "I see a lot 
of people who have committed crimes and are potentially 
dangerous. It's difficult enough to get them to talk. 
This is not going to help matters."

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Mentor' plan for tearaway youths 

  WAYWARD youths will get substitute parents under a scheme
to be unveiled by Jack Straw, the home secretary, this
week, writes Nicholas Rufford. 

The government plans to match adult volunteers with
teenagers who are in trouble at school or with the police.

The initiative, first revealed in The Sunday Times, is the
latest to cut truancy and youth crime, and the first to
result from the work of the ministerial committee on the
family, announced by Tony Blair in October.

Straw, who chairs the committee, is due to announce on
Tuesday a three-year development fund to finance "mentor"
schemes and other private initiatives to tackle
delinquency. The fund will be run by a new youth justice
board in England and Wales.

Under a new national network of mentor schemes, advisers
will meet teenagers who are having problems at school to
help them with homework and encourage them with their
studies. Older mentors would help with job hunting. The
advisers will undergo a police check to ensure they have no
criminal or paedophile convictions.

America already has mentors, and pilot schemes have now
been run successfully in Britain in Hackney, east London
and Nottingham. 

------------------------------------------------------------
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_Sting man banned from Net for 5 years_ 

October 7th 1998

  A man who pleaded guilty today in an online child 
pornography sting will be banned from the Internet 
for five years.

 In a plea bargain arrangement, Thomas B[...], a
29-year-old former insurance agent, will not be permitted
any computer access to the Internet and his credit card and
telephone bills will be monitored, according to a ruling to
be handed down by Manhattan Supreme Court Judge Renee
White. 

 B[...] was caught after he contacted a Los Angeles
television reporter who posed as a teenager in an Internet
chat room last fall, authorities said. He faced a 12-count
indictment and could have been sentenced to seven years in
prison if convicted on all charges.

 The reporter told B[...] she was 13 and sent him photographs 
she said were of herself. According to the criminal complaint, 
B[...] telephoned her, suggested she perform various sexual 
acts, and also invited her to New York City.

 As another part of his sentence, B[...] was banned from
using the telephone for explicit sexual conversations,
ordered to see a psychiatrist once a week, and to therapy 
meetings. He also was banned from seeking any job, joining 
any organization, or frequenting any area that would include 
unsupervised contact with minors, including video arcades, 
toy stores, libraries,playgrounds and pet shops.

B[...] is to be formally sentenced on November 18.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
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Front page headlines in The Mirror:

_CHILD OF THE CATWALK_

 She looks the picture of sophistication and glamour as she
glides down the catwalk in a clinging black dress slashed
to the waist - but Brazilian Jeisa Chiminizzo is just 13. 

--

October 98

_French pupils' strike spreads_

Thousands of school pupils walked out of classes in 30
towns across France this week, complaining about crowded
classes, long hours, crumbling schools and a shortage of
teachers.

The leaders of the protests, which began in Nimes, have
called for a nationwide strike next week if their demands
are not met. The Education Minister, Claude Allegre, met a
representative of the main union of lycee pupils yesterday
to try to defuse the crisis.

In a sense, he brought the problem on himself. Last year he
circulated all 1.5 million lycee pupils, asking for
comments and ideas on the future of the state school
system.

He was inundated with replies, many supporting his own
arguments that the curriculum was too heavy and fact-based,
that the hours were too long and the schools ill-equipped
and badly organised to meet the demands of modern
education.

In summer he admitted nothing could be done to improve the
pupils' lot in time for the new school year, which started
last month; it would be another year before effective
reforms would be in place.

The Nimes protesters said they had to study demanding
science and language courses with up to 39 pupils in a
class; that constant repair work on their schools made
studying impossible; and that a shortage of teachers had
forced the cancellation of sports and some subject
combinations.

At some schools, especially in the Paris area, protesters
complained that their lives were being made impossible by
violence and protection rackets. 

--

_Hackers break into German agency's web site_
 
October 7th 1998
 
A hacker group which calls itself the Antisocial
Fringe of Frankfurt (AFF) Monday broke into and tampered
with the Web site of the German [http://www.verfassungsschutz.de], 
federal agency.  At 4 p.m. in Germany on Monday, the AFF 
trespassers posted a manifesto on the agency's home page, 
decrying what AFF termed the "Federal Republic of Germany's 
surveillance state." The intrusion went unnoticed until 
6 p.m. when Cologne.net, the Internet provider for the
Verfassungsschutz, removed the page from the Web. 

-------------------------------------------------------------
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From 'de Volkskrant' (The Netherlands), October 98:

_After homo's and communists now the pedophiles_

  The indignation about sexual abuse seems to have robbed us 
  of our critical abilities, observes Sjaak van der Geest. 
  Pedophiles become the victim of a collective paranoia. The 
  wait is for the day that fathers get state directives on
  dealing with their children.

Every time has its paranoia. In the far past witches and heretics were
hunted. Jews, gypsies and homosexuals have through the centuries been the
object of persecution and a few decades ago it was about communists.

 What's the paranoia of this age? The question does not seem difficult. We
are hunting sexual abusers. Those are people - in 99 percent of the cases
men - who 'assault' juveniles, subordinates and patients.

 The hunt is in the first place directed to pedophiles and has gained
momentum through news about child porn networks on the internet, the
Dutroux affair and, very recently, by the 'black list' of pedophiles that
some members of parliament want to create to be able to exclude these
creatures from education and other risky occupations.

 Care workers and teachers start to panic, and they are suspected in
advance. At least when they are of the male gender. For them is valid 
what a Dutch columnist already remarked in 1911: 'All those who get 
into touch with children, especially teachers, are with one foot in 
the grave.' The man had foresight.

 Last year a booklet appeared for and by care workers about this
difficult issue. Unintentionally it sketches a disconcerting portrait of
our era. I have pulled it out of the closet to learn from.

 Joanka Prakken and Piet Driest in 'Intimiteit: Bedreigd of Bedreigend?' 
['Intimacy: Threatened or Threatening?'] (published by NIZW, Utrecht)
allowed eighteen care workers to talk about 'intimacy'. With their book
they want to initiate a discussion about what is and is not allowable in
giving care. The question that is asked in almost every interview is:
Where are the boundaries?

 The interviewees have problems with it. A former group leader on a boarding
school for problem youths between thirteen and eighteen years old tells:
"When at night a child is at your door, you have to wake up a colleague
immediately. You have to ascertain that there's always two of you. (...)
We used to tuck in the youths when they went to bed and told them
goodnight comprehensively. Now we do so from the doorway."

 Who has read all interviews in this book, will agree with this group
leader who, halfway the interview, sighed that "he had better become a
plasterer".

 Why can one caress with the demented elderly, and not with a child? 
Why can women permit themselves much more than men. According to a 
newspaper article that is quoted in the book, one teacher allowed a 
girl to fall from the flying rings because he did not dare to catch
her.

 In the book there is no critical discussion about the present phobia
about sexual abuse. The care workers seem to resign themselves to it and
start fleeing. Nobody, also not the authors, puts the roles of the media
and the public opinion into question.

 Who is harming the tender soul of a child - the youth leader who 'goes
too far' or the society that (after a period of (too much?) tolerance) 
now falls into the other extreme and sees sexual violence everywhere?

What is a trauma? What is shocking? The answer is: What society declares
to be shocking, unallowable, criminal.

 It is remarkable how many shocking occurences we can tolerate around us 
and look at spending a cup of coffee, but not this. Why? Nobody in the
book says anything about it. 'Intimacy' in the care sector has all traits
of a classical taboo.

 That's why the authors close their series of talks with very defensive
proposals to avoid suspicion of sexual abuse, an intimacy policy:
codes of conduct, guidelines, complaint procedures, scenarios, written 
reports, aftercare and - not to be forgotten - ever more training. A 
few centuries ago people would start a weigh-house for witches.

 In Great Britain restraints have been put on all men in pedagogic work.
They are not allowed to take children in their laps, to change diapers
and to help children on the toilet, without the presence of a female
colleague. The wait is for the day that the state directives gives
fathers written directives.

 Intimacy contains a wealth of ethnographic material about a spirit of
the age about which future generations will hear with surprise,
hilarity and dismay. With disbelief they will watch video images and
read newspaper articles in which the most bizarre thoughts are regarded
'normal' and the cruelest measures 'just and beneficial'. And we
are witness all of that.

  Sjaak van der Geest is a member of the Department of Medical 
  Anthropology, at the University of Amsterdam.

--

July 19th 1998

 In a recent case, a court ruled that a video shot by an
 ex-army officer of a family holiday taken at a nudist camp
 in France was not obscene. _ANITA ANDREWS_'s father and
 stepmother appeared in Let's Go Naked, a 1979 documentary
 about a French nudist colony, making them the first people
 to appear nude on British television. Now 40, she recalls
 the bare facts of a naturist childhood.

  _My parents were naturists_ 

  My first introduction to naturism was when I was eight
years old and my stepmother, Wendy, married my father. She
had been a Bluebell Girl, so she was used to getting
changed in front of the other dancers and wandering around
dressing rooms with no clothes on. Nudity was second nature
to her. Strangely, at that age, rather than being crippled
with embarrassment, I envied the self- confidence that
meant she could wander around the house naked. 

Of course, it helped that my father had always been very
liberal - I went to Camden School for Girls, which was
packed with other girls who now would be described as
politically correct. Even so, back in the 1970s, things
were very different; the papers were full of vicars
claiming that nudism was just an excuse to have rampant sex
on the beach, while the RAF stated in all seriousness that
nude sunbathing around airfields would cause pilots to
crash. So I am sure that some of my friends must have
thought my parents were peculiar. The worst time was when a
friend came to visit me and Wendy answered the door
completely naked.

Soon after this, she and my father began to take holidays
at the nudist colony at Cap d'Agde in the south of France -
luckily for me, they both feel the cold, so had never been
keen on spending naturist breaks in this country. I was in
my early teens when they took me there for the first time.
I remember dreading it in the car, especially as the
journey there seemed to take for ever. It got hotter and
hotter the further south we got, and I became more and more
nervous. The heat was so stifling that when we arrived at
the camp site we all fell out of the car with relief. The
next thing I remember was Wendy breezily announcing:
"Right, darling, take your clothes off." My heart sank. 

Luckily, I soon got used to it. I know anyone who has never
been to a nudist camp will find this hard to believe, but
after a while you would feel odd wearing clothes. Even so,
I couldn't say I was totally relaxed, and some of the
sights I saw had me in silent hysterics. The worst moment
came when I enrolled in an early morning yoga class. I had
to give it up after the first session because I couldn't
stop laughing. I mean, watching all those old people force
their naked bodies into strange contortions - well, you had
to giggle. Tennis was none too pretty, either. 

When my parents appeared on Let's Go Naked, obviously
everyone in the world knew they were naturists, so there
was no point in worrying about it. And, after all, they
made history by being the first couple ever to appear nude
on British television - Kenneth Tynan, eat your heart out.
I was 20 at the time and thrilled by the fact that they
were also the first people ever to be declared
personalities of the week for two weeks running on Noel
Edmonds's show on Radio 1.

I am still astonished at how many people saw the programme
- everyone must have been glued to the television that
night. If it comes up now everyone still asks the same
questions: "Were the camera crew naked, too?" and "Where
did they keep their money when they went to the
supermarket?" The strange thing is I never asked my
parents, even though I have secretly always wanted to know,
too.

If I am honest, I can never have been as comfortable with
naturism as they were - after all, I haven't kept it up
myself. If nothing else, my boyfriend has never been keen.
He pretends not to be bothered, but he had a strict
Catholic upbringing and I would be astonished if he had
ever seen his parents without any clothes on - even in the
bath.

As for me, let's face it - the older you get the less you
want to parade your body, especially after having two
children. Dad and Wendy are still keen, though. Now they
have their own house in the Lot, in southwest France, and
when we visit them they will still wander about naked. My
T-shirt and shorts, however, are kept firmly on. 


--
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A new magazine claims to offer young males what they really
want: 'sex, drugs and booze'. _Carol Midgley_ reports 

_Learning forbidden secrets of youth_
  
  A NEW publication is about to be added to the pile of
magazines habitually found under a teenage boy's bed. 
*front, *a junior version of the laddish mag *Loaded,* is
promising to be the first magazine to give younger males a
taste of what it believes they really want: breasts, booze,
drugs and rock'n'roll. 

The first issue, which goes on sale next week, contains a
"3D" poster of the *Coronation Street* actress Tracy Shaw
and a free pair of 3D goggles with which to ogle her bare
bottom. Further inside is a graphic set of pictures of a
dead man being cut whole from the insides of a giant snake. 

Although the magazine is officially targeted at 18 to
24-year-olds, its editor, Piers Hernu, concedes that it
will inevitably attract younger teenage boys who have
outgrown the *Beano *but find *FHM *and *Loaded* too old
for them. The aim is to sell 200,000 copies a month. 
*front's* publishers are unashamed about their intentions -
an attitude that has angered morality campaigners. "We
can't do a magazine which does features like 'Ten great
scout camping holidays' because no one would buy it," Mr
Hernu said. 

"We have to reflect what is going on in the world and what
fascinates and intrigues the young male. We can't be
harking back to the 1930s. 

"While we were getting the magazine together we got some 18
to 20-year-old boys into the office for a week and asked
them what they wanted to see and read about. Basically they
said 'Sex, tits, drugs and rock'n'roll'. 

"They liked the elements of magazines like *Loaded *and*
FHM* but didn't feel they were really for them. All the
stuff they review is not to their taste and the clothes are
far too expensive and grown up. They are like older
brother's mags. 

"If you look at the women's market there are lots of
magazines for teenage girls like *Bliss, 19, Sugar, Mizz*
and *Just 17* but there aren't any for men. It is an
obvious gap to fill in the market. I am not leading anyone
astray. I'm giving them what they already want." 

The men's magazine market, which was non-existent ten years
ago, has become the biggest growth area in publishing. *FHM
*sells more than 770,000 copies a month, making it the
biggest selling men's title in Europe. *Loaded* sells more
than 450,000. 

Mr Hernu's assertion that a young man's magazine devoted to
pursuits such as scouting and camping would flop is backed
up by hard fact. Christine Cubitt, a mother of three boys,
last year set up *Boys First*, a schoolboy magazine
packed with lifestyle advice, science, sport and Famous
Five-style adventures, because she felt there were no
educational magazines for teenage boys. It was completely
devoid of sex, swear words and scantily clad women. 
However, the magazine folded after ten issues when sales
had dropped to below 3,500 copies a month. Andy Ginn, whose
company Diamond Magazines printed *Boys First* in Leeds,
said bitterly: "Kids these days would rather buy a packet
of fags than a magazine." 

Mr Hernu stressed that there was educational content in
*front -* for example a special feature on drugs. He
defended the inclusion of a column written by Dave
Courtney, a former associate of the Kray twins, arguing:
"Crime exists in our society and everybody knows about the
Krays. You cannot ignore the darker side of life." 

Teenage girls have been able to choose from a wide range of
magazines for years. There are currently ten offering
advice on all manner of subjects, ranging from the serious
to how to achieve the perfect orgasm and innovative
positions for sex. One of the most famously salacious
teenage magazines is Germany's *Bravo* which this month
includes features on heavy petting and syphilis and a agony
column headlined: "My girlfriend masturbates - what shall I
do?" 

Mr Hernu, 32, who cheerfully recounts how he spent eight
months in prison for gold smuggling in Nepal, and was
formerly a writer for *Loaded*, said there was nothing in
his magazine that he would be worried about a boy seeing. 
He rejects the suggestion that his magazine is encouraging 
bad behaviour and teaching young men to treat women as 
sex objects. 

"There are a few bare breasts and a picture of one very
large woman which perhaps is a bit worrying but basically
there is nothing shocking there. I have lots of women
working for me here and no one has a problem. The emphasis
is on humour and real life. It is celebrating a bit of
heterosexuality and what is wrong with that?" 

Mr Hernu said the word "front" had been chosen as the title
because it epitomised the "ballsy" attitude which people
need to get on in life. "Front is basically what you need
to get anywhere. in life. That sort of cockiness opens
doors," he said. 

The magazine's philosophy is about enjoying life and, most
crucially, not taking it seriously. Young men, says Mr
Hernu, like looking at bare female skin and no amount of
wishing will ever change that. 

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_THE PHOTOGRAPHER'S SWEETHEARTS_

by _Diana Hartog_

(Overlook Press; ISBN: 0879516461)

_Synopsis_ 

From Kirkus Reviews , February 15, 1996 

Setting herself a difficult task, British Columbia's Hartog
debuts magnificently with a tale -- said to be based on real
events -- of a pedophile and his not-quite-transcendent love
of nature and children: a first novel at once so riveting
and disquieting that it may well prove unforgettable. In
the early 1900s, young Louie Olsen has come from Denmark to
California to see the towering sequoias for himself and to
live close to nature while observing its wonders through
the eye of his camera. Foremost among those wonders is the
naked beauty of children, and Louie's own childlike ways
give him no lack of young acquaintances. These he takes on
outings, to swim and hike, also encouraging them to visit
him at home, and sooner or later his "Teddybears" end up
both photographed and molested. Occasionally his acts are
uncovered: A doctor gives him a room in his barn but drives
him out when he finds his tenant's naked children there; a
railroad co-worker, the big-hearted Mexican Pete, also
takes him in, even letting the children sleep with him for
warmth, but when a fever-racked infant daughter dies as
self-designated healer Louie is giving her an enema, he
again has to decamp, leaving a mortal enemy behind; much
later, in 1946, when he is convicted of lewd conduct with
minors, community support gets him placed on probation, and
even after that, parents mainly believe him harmless, so
that through his generosity with labour and herbal
knowledge he can still join a young mother and her three
children, in violation of his probation, in a remote
mountain cabin as winter begins. There, Louie is free to
molest the youngsters, especially the youngest, a girl,
until Pete finds him again. Poetic in evoking California's 
landscapes and seasons, this is also painfully meticulous 
in detailing the deeds of a complex man descending 
through a darkness still quite human to a place where 
demons dwell. 

_Synopsis_ 

Louie Olsen is a mystic, guru, lumberjack, holistic healer,
photographer -- and lover of children. This daring novel,
based on the life of a man who lived in California in the
first half of the century, enters the mind of a pedophile
to reveal an enigmatic character who quietly and with a
sense of certitude tells his story. 
  
  
_Review_ 

From Alessandra's Smile 

Louie Olson, Danish immigrant to the United States, a
gentle mystic and herbalist, and a lumberjack by trade
loves children, particularly girls. He loves photographing
them nude and occasionally introducing them into the
pleasures of sex. Often accompanied by instructions or
admonishments, his sexual encounters bring him occasional
legal trouble. However, Louie emerges appearing at least
mostly innocent: certainly troubled, but hardly the monster
that a few of his detractors claim he is. Hartog has
created a convincing (though hardly ideal) character- based
on an actual person who lived in California in the first
half of this century right down to his less-than-grammatical 
English and his deliberate way of speaking. 

http://www.alessandrasmile.com/

------------------------------------------------------------



Conference:
------------------------------------------------------------

_PAEDOPHIILA AND THE INTERNET: OLD OBSESSIONS AND NEW CRUSADES_
 
_Rome, 27 October 1998 - Conference_
 
[ Web-site linked on the Fresh Petals "What's New" page ]

The aim of the conference is to analyse and denounce the
dangerous consequences on personal freedoms, on the right
to privacy and on the development of new data-communication
technologies of legislative and judicial initiatives
conducted under the impetus of the recent open campaign -
with patent falsifications of truth - in regard to
paedophilia in general and the bionomial "Internet -
paedophilia" in particular.
 
Under the pretext of prosecuting in new and "definitive"
forms the ancient phenomena of sexual abuses of minors, of
child pornography and prostitution which had purportedly
found on the Internet the congenial and conniving occasion
and instrument to spread in Italy and in the world, a
political and journalistic campaign based on false premises
is under way, which has already produced extremely serious
violations and restrictions to personal freedoms and the
right to privacy, and risks jeopardising the development of
new means of communication based on the Internet.
 
Against this new crusade, which distorts the data relative
to exploitation and other forms of sexual abuse regarding
minors and demonises the Internet as an instrument liable
to encourage sexual perversions, not a single voice has
been raised in the vast Italian political landscape, except
by the radicals and a few others, who are obviously ignored
by ignored by the entire press. On the contrary, ample
"national associations" have joined forces in odious,
denouncing and useless legislative motions, approved in
recent months, and choruses of consensus have emerged
indiscriminately in papers and TV of every orientation on
the occasion of debatable judicial actions or clamorous
international policy operations which would bring to
justice dangerous organisations of "paedophiles."
 
The misinformation on the dramatic problem of child abuse,
the "sexophobic" obsessions which still characterise the
prevailing part of Italian political culture and the
unshakeable aversion to all means of communication which,
like the Internet, that inevitably goes together with forms
of corporative or institutionalised control, are the
constituent components of this political and journalistic
crusade against the new daemon of "cyber paedophilia."
 __
To expose the very foundations of this crusade, it would
suffice to refer to the data on the identity of those
responsible for sexual violence against minors: according
to statistics of criminal proceedings relative to such
offences, 90% of the cases of sexual abuse occur in the
family; 8% are committed by persons outside the family but
who know the minor (often by so-called figures "of
reference"); and only 2% of the cases involve persons not
known to the minors. Sexual violence against minors is a
reality which takes place within - and not outside or
against - more traditional societal institutions (the
family, the school, the parish, places of congregation,
etc.).
 
The political, journalistic and judicial crusade under way,
is therefore directed against no more than 2% of those
responsible for violence against minors (the stranger who
stalks little boys in front of the school), while an
embarrassed, if not accessory, silence covers the true
identity of the perpetrators of the absolute majority of
such abuses; a silence which moreover reveals the fear of
tackling other thorny sexual taboos of our society, such as
for example those of incest or the sexuality of priests.
 
It is worth bearing in mind what, on certain occasions,
even presumed episodes of incest with infants and children
- which have come into the open after tragic errors of
justice - have not been spared the public lynching, exactly
as is happening today to so-called "cyber paedophiles." It
suffices to think of the case of the father accused of
raping his daughter which turned out to be afflicted by a
serious illness of the rectum. It is moreover the same
official data which show that in Italy, the phenomenon of
sexual abuse against minors (including abuse by
"strangers") is not at all on the rise and thus does not
justify the campaign of political and journalistic alarm
waged these last months.
 
It is moreover quite difficult to explain the purported
relation between these episodes of violence committed in
the privileged place of education of minors and the
Internet.
 
No less mysterious is the role purportedly played by the
Internet in regard to child prostitution which in our
country involves for the overwhelming majority immigrant
children from Eastern and African countries and which is
organised through altogether traditional instruments of
exploitation.
 
But the front on which have occurred the most serious
effects against civil liberties and common sense is that of
child pornography. Both houses of parliament approved, by
unanimous vote, a bill intended to put a stop to the
phenomenon of exploitation of child prostitution and
pornography by imposing stiffer punishments, which on the
other hand impinges on personal freedoms and jeopardises
the development of the Internet in Italy, by imposing new,
pervasive controls on this means of communication. Attack
or "police" the Internet, because pornographic images are
also exchanged through it makes as much sense as prohibit
the telephone because mercenary encounters are arranged
through it, is tantamount to -- as one of the few critics
of this act, Prof. Zeno-Zencovich , has pointed out --
"Taking offence with the pavement, and demanding that its
use be restricted, only because certain people who walk on
them are exercising the world's oldest profession."
 __
The legislator - who apparently has not been sufficiently
told that the crime of child pornography can be committed
by "any and all means," but has deemed it necessary to
specify "also via cyberspace," - has failed to take into
account the consideration that the possible use of the
Internet for this type of activity exposes, unlike other
clandestine distribution channels, a certain individuated
"drag-net," similar to wire-tapping. But, according to the
new provisions, even the Internet provider, who offers
access to the network and makes available the server on
which messages - and thus possibly pornographic material
too - are exchanged, runs the risk of being liable to the
penalties of the law, notwithstanding that the Rome Civil
Court has ruled that those who manage such services "have
no power of control or supervision on the operations
carried out thereon."
 
The act provides the confiscation, closing, revocation of
licence of those who distribute child pornography material
on cyberspace too. It is a well known scenario: when a new
means of communication challenges the control mechanisms of
mass communication, censorship and self-censorship become
topical again. No less serious is the entire investigative
activity that this act puts into motion: from a police
record for those who access pornographic sites or
newsgroups on the Internet to interception of e-mail to
ascertain that no "paedophilic" material is being
exchanged, and even the simulation of "paedophile" sites by
the Ministry of Internal Affairs to catch perverts. In
short, it is obvious that sexual taboos and obsessions are
becoming a pretext and an instrument for limiting and
indeed gagging one of the most extraordinary means of
communication and of freedom that humanity has invented to
date.
 
The legislator has moreover not limited himself to going
after those who exploit minors to produce pornographic
material but, with Article 4, also those who "have at their
disposal pornographic material produced through the sexual
exploitation of persons under seventeen years of ago."
Whoever is found in possession of such material is punished
by imprisonment of up to three years. This is a
prohibitionist simplification which can cause more harm
than the crime it is intended to punish. Aberrant indeed
would be the consequences of treating as criminals those
who simply have a look or perhaps display "prohibited"
pornographic material casually while surfing the Internet;
for this would open the gates to abuse and injustice, and a
new black market would be created, obviously controlled by
organised crime.
 
And who is to decide what is pornographic and what is
artistic or simply a case of exhibitionism? Will it be a
crime to have pictures by Balthus or reproductions thereof?
Will magistrates and police officers be authorised to
search homes for "paedophile" photographs, so that parents
would be constrained to burn nude photographs of their own
babies?
 __
Finally, paedophilia without inverted commas. To contest
the form of this crusade against paedophile does not mean
to recognise the "right" of anyone to engage in sexual
relations with toddlers; it means to defend the "right" of
everyone not to be judged and found guilty only on the
basis of moral reprobation stirred up by one's own sexual
preferences. No one seems to realise the risks of
legislation which authorises all sorts of suspicion and
allows all sorts of prosecution or public criminalisation
against individuals who are not responsible for concrete
acts but "guilty" of feelings or desires deemed - rightly
or wrongly - abnormal, deviant, perverted or pathological.
 
On the other hand, what do we mean when we speak of
paedophilia, and above all, of sexual violence against
minors? To be sure, there are cases in which minors are
physically or psychologically coerced to engage in sexual
activities, which they would otherwise not consciously
consent to. But are we certain, as Gianni Vattimo observes,
that adolescents, to whom in many countries throughout the
world we attribute the capacity to answer for their own
actions before the courts, do not have such awareness and
responsibility for their actions when it comes to sex?
 
In any event, in a state of law, being a paedophile,
proclaiming oneself as such or even advocating the
legitimacy thereof, cannot be considered a crime;
paedophilia, like any other sexual preference, becomes a
crime at the moment when it harms other persons.
 
What is certain is that criminalising paedophiles as such -
as a "category" - not on the basis of their behaviour but
of their "condition," ultimately cannot be tolerated, and
feeds forms of social psychosis and attacks of intolerance
which do not constitute a barrier to violence against
minors, but a stimulus to a hunt of "plague-spreaders" -
with literally devastating civil and political consequences.

------------------------------------------------------------

ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                           14th October 1998      
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   1) We now have a new ASGL-L archives site, at...
      http://208.232.135.168/asgl/archive.html
   2) Does anyone have the Windows font, "Baskerville Handcut" ?
   3) Does anyone here use Adobe After Affects 3 ?


'Milo'
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi there... I recently subscribed to the mailing list and I have to say
that it is great. I really enjoy the Pedophile Liberation Front's site
and the mood here reminds me of that place alot, but the great part
about this is the fact that it's a mailing list. I'm 19 years old and in
my sophmore year of college. Let's see... I hope to relay past
experiences with little girls (don't worry, nothing bad!) and learn from
everyone else. I know I'm a bit young to be considered a girl lover but
I've always preferred girls between the ages of 10-13. I think it goes
back to the fact that I never had any of the little puppy love
relationships in junior high and I feel like I missed up. Luckily I'm
currently involved with someone with is actually 20 but she's like me -
no experience and doesn't want to grow up so we're loving it. I know
just what the other guys mean when they say college is bad for GLs. I
see a lot of college girls that I'm attracted to but I haven't had the
chance to talk to or even look at a younger girl in a while. I miss it
alot.

'Milo'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



Isabel writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear all, 

The IPCE meeting ended yesterday, October 10 (one day earlier, as 
we had dealt with all the items that we wanted to discuss and 
people wanted to do some sight-seeing in the city).  We've been 
having great weather (up to 30 degrees centigrade!) and sunshine 
and the beach was THE place to go to today.  The meeting went 
on from 10 am to 9 pm with only short breaks in between, and
after that we talked (and played) informally till 2-3 am.  So 
to me it was a meeting rich in content.

We started with the country reports, then dealt with IPCE internal 
matters, a talk about Ancient Greece and its polytheistic 
religion followed and the meeting ended with the Internet.  The 
suggestions on changing the name of IPCE were diverging, so we 
had to reach a compromise.  We decided to keep the initials IPCE 
without stating what they stand for and we added a three sentence 
explanation on what IPCE stands for underneath them.  More details
from the IPCE Secretary soon.  Another decision was to have 
individuals as members instead of organizations, which was the 
case up until now.  Next meeting will be held next year in Spain, 
if the local group can host it, otherwise in the UK, again if 
it's possible.

Isabel
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

I have been going through some past postings lately
trying to remember how I got to where I am today.

I have been going through a dry spell ever since
A... has been gone. My daughter has been spending
more time at other people's houses and her friends
are getting older. I haven't had a car for several months
so I haven't even been able to meet children at the park.

The only contact I have these days is on the bus but
it is rare if we are ever able to talk. Many times the
parents pull them away. Sometimes they are afraid to
get caught looking at me. But sometimes we will smile
and glance at each other. I still feel that being friendly
is the best way. They have to understand that not all
strangers are 'dangerous'. I still have bouts of depression
and loneliness even though I have a supportive family. 

I wish I could meet someone new. One of the hardest parts
of this last year is that A... lives down the street and I 
still find myself looking at her house. Her mother drives 
her to school in the morning and I see them pass by as I 
sit on the front porch. They keep their eyes forward with
cold expressions. I have seen her playing in the yard and I
know she has seen me watching but has never acknowledged 
me. I hope she remembers our good times together, after 
she gets out from under her parents' control.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

A quick Hi from Freddy!

I'm still reading through the archives.

To 'Sanctuary':
Someone mentioned that your wife had contributed to ASGL at 
some point. Is this true? If so what was here handle. I 
would like to read this, but it seems to have slipped me 
by. Well there is a lot to read!

--

To 'Christian':
I was trying to bring a little bit of light relief. I only wish you
could get free children at travel agents! I'm glad someone found it
funny!

To all.

My favourite girl from tv at the moment is Lisa Simpson. So what if
she's a cartoon, I love her and she'll never grow up! (I hope!)

Bye for now

'Freddy'
------------------------------------------------------------



'O' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Wow, it's got to be hard for you guys. I can almost relate but not 
really. I can really get as close as I want sometimes! and no one thinks 
the wiser! Are there any women on this list who post? I just haven't 
heard the woman's perspective very often! 

   [ Isabel's at the top of this posting :) ]

I guess it's not that often that a female speaks up about these issues 
is it.  I have remain pretty good for a while but I have fallen, 
so to speak! I can't get my mind off here and what I saw the other 
day.

I was in a home improvement warehouse [DIY store] the other night. I saw 
this beautiful red head. Loose-fitting tank top (almost falling off) 
tight small jean shorts.... I wanted her! I was a bit overcome by lust! 
So I followed them around the store ( I know this is stalking isn't it) 
and got every bit as close as I could to see down her tank top. I felt 
dirty and horrid but I wanted her!  When they left I brought my stuff 
up to the ringer! And I checked out. I didn't have half the stuff I needed 
but I wasn't thinking straight. I went out and saw her running around 
at the front of the store, while her parents loaded lumber I suppose? 
I made sure no-one saw me but I didn't really be extremely careful! 
She saw me and are eyes locked!  

She started to walk over to me, but stopped for a brief second... 
then her parent's came and took her away! They were spanking her 
for leaving the "lumber loading" area!  I don't understand me 
sometimes. What exactly was I hoping would happen!?

'O' 
---------------------------------------------------------------------


'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Beamish' replied to me:
>>Although worst taught ... a girl lover and gay at
>>the same time.
>
>Please explain? I don't understand what you are trying to say. It
>sounds like you are saying that gay men can't be girl lovers?

We are in the same boat, I am attracted to little girl and to little boy
also. Also, I can go out and have a sexual relation with a woman without 
any problem. But, I want to avoid all the social gaming that is 
involved in dating a full grown woman.

My comment was about your friend reaction, if... he would to find your a
pedophile (your comments). Me, I just added... "what a shock would it be",
for him to find that you love little boy and "little girl most".

I had a comment from a girl once, after she found out I was a pedophile,
that went something like ... "but you make love so well, we can go for hours
and I come 3 - 4 times no problem."  See, she could not put the two
together. The same concept, that people have difficulties thinking of
bi-sexual, it all have to be homo-sexual or ethero-sexual.

So, same concept, that gays do not want to admit that members of their
select society, could love kids. I am just trying to figure out a
conversation with someone like your friend which seems to believe you 
only could be homosexual, and trying to explain to him that your a 
girl lover.

Hope this clarifies my comment.  Take care.

--

I was writing:
>Makes me think... the boy in the bus, after my reply.

Okay, more for some people to get mad at me.   From my comment to the lady
about how she dress her little girl, you all know I say what is on my mind.

Well, I never taught a black boy could be seen to blush.

I was taking the bus one morning and sitting on the side bench. Like most
morning the bus was jammed packed. Twins black boy about 13 year old (I am
a poor judge of age) stood in front of me. I was reading a technical manual.
Bus ride are chaotic sometimes, so someone standing could rub you once
or twice.

We now were up to four time that the boy rub himself on the edge of my book.
I look at him and said ... "You like doing that?"

The boy look at me like if he did not understood my meaning. He rubbed
himself another time. I moved my hand to the edge of the book and let my
finger pass the edge. The boy rubbed himself two more times. I wave him to
bend down and I whisper to his ear... "You know, I can go under your jacket
and you will feel it better".

Whatever, he got scared or he saw that I could play his game, he frozed in
place and blushed. I never saw someone working so hard at not crossing my
eyes.

Metro was two stops away. I quickly stood up to wisper to his ear... "too
bad you have to go to school and me too work." We know were in the wave 
that flew to get inside. I stood the distance of one door from him and 
his brother. He kept looking at me and went I nodded my head toward him 
he would look away.

This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good five minutes
when I blew a kiss at him.  I could see I had him at a disadvantage and he
felt trapped, lucky for him his brother pull him out of his taught to get
out. I had to continue.

As the train was pulling away I saw him looking back at the wagon. I wonder
if our path will cross again.

Well one of those moments again.

--

You all take care, 'Soft_&_Gentle'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Florian' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear friends and fellow girl lovers,

I have been closely following the contributions of this group for some 
time, and have felt the happiness and pain of all of you.  When each of 
you go through an experience with the girl of your life, I can relate to 
it so much.  Before I joined this group, I thought no-one felt the way I 
do about little girls.  Each and every one of us needs each other for 
support and encouragement, and to rejoice in the love that young girls 
can give us.  There are a number of members to whom I want to converse, 
but my comments are aimed at us all:

Christian - I am so glad to hear from another Christian who also 
happens to be a girl lover.  Many people generalise and say that 
Christians are bible bashing conservatives who condemn all paedophiles 
to hell.  Well, you and I are living proof that Christians can not only 
be sympathetic to girl lovers, but can actually be girl lovers, 
because it doesn't in any way conflict with Christian doctrine.  The 
bible (the basic law of western society) does not warn us to keep away 
from young girls.  In fact, it directs us to live our lives like 
children.  

   [ And the Old Testament seems to be ok about marrying at
     very young ages, see the various threads on this in the
     archives. :) ]

Christ says: Let the children come to me and do not stop 
them, because the Kingdom of God belongs to such as these.  Remember 
this!  Whoever does not receive the Kingdom of God like a child will 
never enter it (Luke 18:16&17).  We do not need to act serious and 
miserable once we become adults.  I will forever be a child.  Why our 
society has drifted into the misconception that girl loving is wrong, I 
don't know.

Ianthe - I took exception to your comment about Christians "taking 
scapegoating to a skill level of an art form" over the centuries.  That 
was an extreme generalisation.  Lets remember that Christians have been 
on the receiving end of scapegoating over the centuries, and more so 
in recent years.  Not all Christians are like those displayed in the 
media.  I agree, however, that there are some so-called christians who 
give Christianity a bad name, but I do not consider many of these people 
to be Christian.

Daveboy - I thoroughly enjoyed reading about your experiences with 
young girls as you grew up.  The experiences you wrote about were 
fascinating, and resemble many of the relationships I have formed over 
the years.  I particularly related to the experience you had with the 
girl you met about five years ago, and the wonderful times you had with 
her, especially at the disco.  And the sadness of her leaving to go 
abroad.  It reminded me so much of a girl I was great friends with for 
about twelve months.  I was 19, and she was 10.  We met at church.  She 
was the minister's daughter, and I became close friends with her, seeing 
her two days a week - once at church and once at youth group.  We would 
sit together in church, and spend youth group playing and talking all 
night.  One particular youth group, we had a pool party at her place.  
I'd known her for about six months by now.  When I arrived she was in 
her swimsuit and looked absolutely gorgeous.  Her blond hair and milky 
white skin stopped me in my tracks.  She was not in the least bit 
concerned about running around the house in a skimpy costume.  Well, she 
had no reason to be, because her body was so attractively slim, why not 
show it off.  I had not been to her house before, so she took me by the 
hand, and led me straight to her room to show it to me.  I was worried 
because her parents were there, and I didnt know what they were 
thinking.  Several other teenagers were in the house, so I suppose her 
parents were kept busy.  I sat on her bed and told her how great her 
room was, pointing out several objects she had in her room.  I picked up 
one of her trophies from her bedside table which she had won for 
athletics.  She was a talented sportsgirl.  She came and sat next to me 
on her bed and placed both arms around my waist, and her head on my 
right shoulder.  This was a complete shock, as we had not been that 
physical before - just friends.  I just froze, all the time thinking 
what if someone walked in the room.  We continued to discuss her other 
trophies, and I placed my arm around the back of her.  What was I doing?  
Would she react badly to my physical gesture?  She remained tightly 
around my waist as I wrapped my arm around her near naked body.  Her 
skin felt so soft and smooth.  It was the first time we had been so 
sensually physical with each other.  We spent about half an hour 
together in her room, when we were called down to go swimming.  

The next six months were fantastic, with many more occasions of 
physical intimacy.  But never any sexual encounters.  That would have 
been a completely different type of relationship, and one she may never 
have wanted.  After knowing her for twelve months, she took me outside at 
youth group and told me she had something to tell me.  I knew instantly 
that it was not good.  She told me that her dad had been posted to 
another church interstate.  I was devastated - she was crying.  We 
hugged as her tears ran from her eyes.  I had become so attached to her, 
that the thought of her leaving my life was tearing me apart.  Over the 
next two weeks, before she had to leave, I went round to her place 
nearly every day.  I had built up a great friendship with her whole 
family, which probably helped disguise the obvious affection I had for 
her.  On the day that she left, I thought my life was no longer worth 
living.  I would never meet another girl like her.  We wrote for several 
months, but that soon ceased.  I am in my 20s now, and I haven't heard 
from her since.  So I feel for you Daveboy, but if it can happen once, 
then surely it can happen many more times.

Pegassus - Welcome to the group.  It's great to see this group growing 
all the time.  I was interested in hearing about your attraction to 
young girls throughout your life, and look forward to hearing more about 
Jenny, Erika and Isha.  I have always been attracted to young girls from 
the age of about 11 years, when I noticed the beautiful change in the 
bodies of girls my own age.  My first girlfriend was when I was 12, and 
she was the same age, except she was small and petite, looking more like 
10 than 12.  That's what attracted me to her.  She was so feminine, 
unlike many other girls that age who can look as old as 15.  As I went 
through high school, I found myself attracted more and more to the girls 
in younger grades.  My first sexual experience was with an eleven year 
old girl when I was 14.  When I was 16 I fell head over heels in love 
with a girl in 7th grade, who was twelve.  I was just not attracted to 
the girls in my class, in fact they repulsed me most of the time.  When 
I was 17, I moved interstate and fell in love with an eleven year old 
girl I met on my first day at my new school.  It was her first day too, 
and we hit it off immediately.  We sat together to and from school 
everyday, despite the comments some kids gave us.  By the middle of the 
year we were going steady.  And of course, as I mentioned above, by 19 I 
was attracted to a 10 year old girl I knew from church.  Ever since I 
have been attracted to girls from the age of 5-12, and I know I will 
never change.  I have a loving family.  I was not abused as a child.  So 
I know that my love for young girls is natural and beautiful.

Thanks for listening.  And thanks to each and every one of you for your 
support and encouragement.  May we succeed in our fight for acceptance 
in society, and may you all find love from your special little girl.

Your friend,

'Florian'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

One of my mom's friends is a "sex offender". The scariest part of it all 
is that he says he is innocent. Even if he was guilty I can't understand 
how he could get 20 years for touching an 11-year-old girl's ass. 20 
years! That's what he said he was facing if the jury found him guilty, 
but he decided not to let it go to trial. His lawyer suggested a plea 
bargain which resulted in 4 months in jail, which is still too long for 
touching anyone's ass IMO. Now he is out of jail and is forced into 5 
years of counseling.

My mom hoped that this could be a "reality check" for me but I'm not 
sure what she expects of me. This man says he is not even attracted to 
little girls and he STILL got in trouble. Of course I am very troubled 
by this case. It is not in anyway logical to send someone to prison for 
touching someone's ass, I don't care if he is guilty or not.

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Could it be the result of that "three strikes" rule in the USA? ]


'Flickorna' rants:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I want to make love with children! I want to scream it from the 
rooftops! I want to make love with pretty little girls!

I'm just a regular guy -- regular in almost every way. I'm kind, 
considerate, compassionate, caring, intelligent... but I'm also 
isolated, stunted, rejected, and hated -- because I want to make love with 
children. My society does this to me. Do you think this is an acceptable 
way to treat another human being? No it isn't. Our society must change.

Sex isn't bad. Sex is what created us. Psycologists are always talking 
about the hang-ups many adults face as a result of a sex-shameful 
upbringing and tell us that we should raise our kids in a sex-positive 
environment. But if we are looking for a real solution, we need to 
create a sex-positive environment in all areas of our children's lives 
like TV, school, social events, etc... You might be able to teach your 
child that things like nudity and sex are okay, but then when you expose 
him to our society he will quickly learn that they are NOT acceptable 
behaviors.  So the ideas we try to teach our kids just get stomped on. 
Kids are taught over and over again that sex is bad, if an adult is 
talking to a child about sex they say that is "inappropriate". If people 
truly want their kids to grow up without hang-ups they have to stop 
this. Sex is good--and the best time to learn that is right at the 
start. This includes allowing children to have sexual relationships with 
adults and/or other children. If we the people truly care about our 
children we will no longer consider sex and nudity as an "adult" 
subject. It is not sex which harms children. It is our society.

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Ramon' wrote:
>Has anyone else found that they could channel their sexual
>feelings and frustrations into creativity too? Not necessarily 
>through writing, which is my outlet, but through any creative 
>or artistic activity?

Yes, I channel my frustrations by way of fictional adult/child sex
stories. I find that in times of intense turmoil, it helps lessen
the anxiety I feel. Not to mention that it's the most legal way to
express my sexual feelings for little girls. The stories I write,
are very short and intense, and serve their purpose quite well.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I have good news, more good news, and bad news.
<snip>

Darnit 'Flickorna', just when things were beginning to look up,
this had to happen. I am sorry. Rejection, either by a child or
adult is very hard to take, and probably is one of the reasons I
personally don't pursue lg relationships.

>Any advice? Maybe I will go to the flea market anyway and just
>stay far away from her grandmother. It's heart-breaking to think 
>that I cannot spend time with Amy anymore.

Well, since you asked... Unless you have a valid reason, other than
the girl, to be at that flea market, I would stay away from there.
Her grandparents may very well think you are stalking her and have
you arrested. I wouldn't want to see that happen. A child's parents
or legal guardian's decision to limit or refuse contact between
their child and an adult should be respected and, in most cases,
not challenged. IMO, you would be doing yourself and the girl more
harm than good pursuing her. Remember the good times you had with
this little girl, and in time, I am sure there will be another
little girl who will come into your life who has parents or
guardians who will accept or even embrace the way you feel for
their child.

--

Hello again my friends. In my quest to find more information on how
to become/remain anonymous on the internet, and protect myself, and
my sensitive files, from public view, I have found a program used
by police agencies to scan one's hard drive for purposes of finding
illegal material. I downloaded the trial version of this software,
ran it, and I was *shocked* by the results! Despite having deleted
all nude child images from my computer, and wiping the free space
with BCWipe - the software, EnCase, still located files on my
computer that had been deleted for quite a number of months!

   [ You sure it didn't just pick up the file names ? Those
     can stay behind, often, apparently. ]

This software is a *must* for people who have "sensitive files" on
their computer, or who have erased such files. The free trial
version can be downloaded at:

http://www.guidancesoftware.com

The full version is very expensive, and is not available to the
general public, only law enforcement officials.

Well, that is all for today!

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>dress or act like a "cock teaser" then be ready to receive the 
>attention that comes with it.

Interesting, a double standard here.

If you're gonna be attracted to cute little girls then be ready to 
recive the attention that comes with it.

Sorry, but I've heard way to many over-macho men use this excuse when 
they commit rape :-(

I was judged on how I dressed when I was a kid, in my case I was a total
nerd, and recived quite a lot of self-esteme issues as a result. To this
day I'm very nervious when it comes to how I look, to the point that 
mild joke about what I'm wearing can cause me to sink into a depression 
that can last for weeks. All you succeded in doing is helping to give this 
girl reason to think she is dirty and bad, something she will most likely 
never grow out of.

>The other reason; seeing her like this, I did not feel like to be 
>friend with her or to try to seduced her. The only feeling I had, 
>was... 'you want me in your pants, okay let's screw and that's it'.

Why do you assume she was even interested in you? Do you think that just
maybe she was interested in someone else and was trying to attract that
person?

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>I'd forgotten about that!  Buck Henry was the pedo uncle, Larraine
>Newman the other little girl.  The uncle was portrayed as odd,
>amusing, but never dangerous.  He never coerced the girls, but just
>invited them to play games ("Hey, girls.  Why don't you get all your
>dirty undies and bring them down here.  Now drop them all over me."
>(he's lying on the floor))  And the girls always loved the games.

Yep, I really wish they would release these on video, this and the Gilda
Radner(?) playing the litle girl. I forget the name of the character she
played. [A relative] is a big fan of that character (he's a teen, just 
old enough to remember the good old days of SNL), I should ask him if he 
has any episodes recorded.

>Wow!  To think that attitudes about pedos could ever have been so
>benign!  It's like a different planet.

I know, the 70's were a far different time (better? I don't know, but 
they were different)

>My kids like Blue's Clues.  But I've never seen any kids on it.
>Steve is the only live human; the others are all cartoons.

That's what I thought too. Ever watch "Big Comfy Couch"? (6:30am PST, 
PBS)

No LGs in it, but it is such a trip! My cousin got me hooked on it, him
and his friends (a bunch of guys and a couple girls, all in their teens)
watch it on occasion.  A very trippy show, very strange :-)

'PK1'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tr'Pakh' writes:
------------------------------------------------------==-----------

Hi all!

'Flickorna' wrote:
>First the good news!

That is good news!  Tolerance is a rare commodity.

>The bad news...

I think it's sad the way parents/guardians in our society tend
to treat their children as property instead of people.  I think
little Amy is perfectly capable of deciding for herself who she
wants to have as a friend.

--

'Christian' wrote:
>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>>She wanted it badly, and did apply quite a bit of pressure to make
>>it happen.  After discussing the consequences and ramifications,
>>many of which she did not fully understand before our discussion,
>>including the social stigma and legal consequences, she decided that
>>she wanted to continue anyway, and that we must both agree to keep
>>it quiet.
>
>And that's exactly the way it should be done.  A lot of times pedophiles
>forget to discuss possible consequences with their young girlfriends and
>that's why they grow up regretting their decision.  Well done.

It is my firm belief that even people as young as Rachel (and even
younger, for that matter) are perfectly capable of making rational
choices, *IF* they are given the information they need to do so.
Unfortunately, our society (and it's control fetish) is based on
the *withholding* of information from people, so much so that we've
even developped a highly advanced mechanism (under the guise of
*school*, no less) for doing just that.  Woe unto the parents
who let their children learn something that's not sanctioned by
the school!  (My mother got a great deal of first-hand experience
in this field, thanks to my prolific use of the town's library.)

Knowledge truly *is* power, and in a society where power is an
end unto itself, people who have knowledge are a threat to those
who are in control.  Your earlier account, Christian, of Valeri,
the Russian Christian pioneer, is a perfect example of just such
a situation.  He was bringing knowledge of God to the people, and
the Communists couldn't have that, lest their control be wrested
from them by the people's faith in God.

>>For anyone who hasn't read them yet, I highly recommend George
>>Orwell's _1984_, and _The_Illuminatus_Trilogy_, both of which
>>illustrate Police States very well.
>
>Another story Orwell wrote with a similar plot line is "Animal Farm."
>
>   [ A much more approachable and readable book, in my opinion ]

Hmm.  I'll have to read that some time, when I have time ...

_1984_ was required reading for an English class I had once, and
as for _The_Illuminatus_Trilogy_, I guess it just appeals to my
somewhat twisted sense of humour (anyone else here a Monty Python
fan? :)

>My parents have told me that if a man has sex with a preteen girl, he
>could damage her body to the extent that she will bleed to death out of
>her vagina.  Can anyone verify this?  

Bullshit.

Certainly, if done too forcefully, and without extensive foreplay
and stretching of the vaginal walls before intercourse, permanent
damage can be done, even to an adult woman, but it is a fact that
girls as young as five years of age are capable of admitting the
penis of a full grown man with no physical damage.  The vagina
is an amazingly stretchable device, a testament to the ingenuity
of the design of the human body.

>                          I love little girls, but I certainly
>wouldn't want to cause this sort of harm to them.  Is there a certain age
>at which it becomes safe for the girl to have intercourse?  

Much more important is, I think, the girl's readiness in other
areas, such as her willingness to have such a relationship, her
understanding of the implications, and her ability to handle the
emotions involved.  This happens at different ages for each
individual, there is no predetermined "right" time.  Some, such
as Rachel, are ready at a young age, others are not yet ready
even at age 30, and some are never really ready.

--

Well, that's all I have time for right now,
be well!

'Tr'Pakh'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Giggle Maker' or 'Christian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, everyone.  'Christian' here.

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I said "See you later..." to Amy as she was having a talk with her 
>grandmother. She was probably getting in trouble. They probably told her 
>there is something "wrong" with a man who seeks friendships with kids.

Probably they're telling her that you intend to do something violent to
her.  The usual anti-pedophile crap that kids are fed by society these
days.  If you don't want Amy to get into any sort of trouble, maybe it's
best to keep your distance, at least when her grandparents are around.

--

'Misty Vain' wrote:
>One thing that I have noticed that although there are all kinds
>of clubs and activist groups, there doesn't seem to be one for
>ones like us... And especially when there are so many odd-bods
>around, one might think one could melt in...

The difference, Misty Vain, is that pedophilia is illegal and if we
started some such club the police would immediately arrest the whole bunch
of us and the newspaper headlines would read "pedophile ring busted" and
everyone would think "Boy, these creeps ought to be castrated."  Starting
a pedophile club just isn't realistic these days.  In fact, I'm surprised
ASGL-L has been around for so long.

--

'Beamish' wrote:
>Sometimes they respond in kind. Others who are
>taught that strangers who smile at them want to molest them get
>scared or scowl back. Now THAT is damaging to a child. To have a
>parent say that a smiling stranger wants to molest them. Where the
>hell do some parents get off telling their kids that.

This has not been my experience.  Pretty much every time I smile at a girl
she smiles back, whether child or adult.  I think there might be something
about me that makes children like me more than other adults.  Could it be
that it's because I'm a pedophile?  :)

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>The other reason; seeing her like this, I did not feel like being friends
>with her or trying to seduce her.  The only feeling I had, was... 'you 
>want me in your pants, okay, let's screw and that's it.'

I must disagree.  I could never be attracted to a girl enough to want to
screw her but not enough to want to have a relationship with her.  But I
guess you're a bit different that way, and I respect that.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Jock Sturges.  What more needs to be said?

Yes, I've seen some of the works by Jock Sturges and Sally Mann, and I
found the pictures quite pleasing.  The only downside is that the pictures
are always in black & white.  Perhaps one day I will come across a book
with colour pictures of nude girls.  Only then will I have found what I
really wanted in a book.  Can anyone here come up with a good guess why
colour pictures of little girls are harder to find than black & white
pictures?

   [ Easier to defend b&w pictures as "art" ?  Also, it's
     far more expensive for an artist to set up a colour
     studio at home (sending even art pictures to processing 
     labs would not be a good idea) :(  Anyone else have any 
     ideas on the preference for Black and White in art
     photos ? ]

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote: (in response to me)
>I can assure you from experience (and others on this list can, too)
>that the second scenario can indeed happen.  My wife knows all about
>me, we've been married 20 years, we have a good relationship, and
>she is also a devout Christian.  Your parents literally
>don't know what they're talking about.

On the one hand, I wish I could show this to my parents, but on the other
hand, I don't want them to know about ASGL-L, so I won't.  I just wish
there were some way I could convince them of this.

I asked my mom if she would still love Dad if she found out that he was a
pedophile.  Her response was "I'd cry about it a lot and tell him that he
had to give it up or else be single again."  Even after 26 years of
marriage.  Can you believe it?  I'm glad my dad isn't a pedophile
(although I expect he would be more understanding of me if he were).

>A psychiatrist is also a medical doctor, and can prescribe medicine.
>A psychologist is not a medical doctor, and can not prescribe
>medicine.

Well, then, I'd rather see a psychologist than a psychiatrist.  I don't
want any medicine.  

Thanks, 

'Giggle Maker'
-------------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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   [ Latest news on the French children's strikes, at the
     bottom of this posting. ]



'Misty Vain' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

I've read this list for a while now and this has been 
enlightening. It sounds silly now but before I began lurking
here, I seem to have felt that I really was one of those who
are in the headlines after molesting some kids. I apparently
didn't have any other to compare myself to and find my place
in this world, even if I didn't like what they do. Now I see
that one could be a paedophile without molesting children, 
if I may put it as extremely as this. Has anyone else had
these thoughts?

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>The difference, Misty Vain, is that pedophilia is illegal and if we
>started some such club the police would immediately arrest the whole 
>bunch
>of us and the newspaper headlines would read "pedophile ring busted" 
>and
>everyone would think "Boy, these creeps ought to be castrated."  
>Starting
>a pedophile club just isn't realistic these days.  In fact, I'm 
>surprised
>ASGL-L has been around for so long.

No, paedophilia isn't illegal. But of course there will be 
some bigots who won't leave such us alone and I don't think 
there would be many who would have the courage to be a member
after all. It's sad that many activists count only homo-, bi- 
and transsexuality as sexual minorities and they won't be of
much help... 

As amazing as it may seem, there still seems to be some 
freedom of speech left that makes ASGL-L possible. Or it's 
just deep enough underground that it hasn't been noticed, who 
knows.

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' or 'Christian' wrote: (ASGL-L 14/10/98)
>>really wanted in a book.  Can anyone here come up with a good guess why
>>colour pictures of little girls are harder to find than black & white
>>pictures?
>
>   [ Easier to defend b&w pictures as "art" ?  Also, it's
>     far more expensive for an artist to set up a colour
>     studio at home (sending even art pictures to processing 
>     labs would not be a good idea) :(  Anyone else have any 
>     ideas on the preference for Black and White in art
>     photos ? ]

At the risk of going way off topic there are a number of reasons, technical
and aesthetic.  Black and white is a far more stable photographic medium
than colour - longevity and permanency are important.  Photographers
(especially modernist ones, like Sturges) are interested in form  - b&w is
far less distracting than colour in this regard.  Remember that B&w has a
much longer history than colour, and that the idea of photography as an
"art" is relatively new in the scheme of art history. (In fact, ask a lot
of people and they'd scoff at the idea that photography could be an art...)
 There are also a lot of other issues in relation to the idea of "reality"
which are far too off topic for me to go into here (unfortunately, I can
talk about photography for hours and not get bored).

In relation to colour photography there's actually a big movement at the
moment to install colour on a more equal basis with black & white (in the
"art photography" category).  This movement is especially strong in
contemporary German photography.  It's true that in relation to girls and
colour photography there aren't the people like Sturges and Mann, but off
the top of my head I'd point to: 

-Nancy Honey (UK); 
-Tina Barney (US) a great colour photographer has a few lovely girls; 
-Sally Mann although known for her b&w produces a bit of colour (see esp.
Still Time, Aperture, 1994); 
-Nan Goldin (US) better known for druggies and other losers but has lots of
children in her work;
-Ute Behrend (DE);
-Nick Waplington (UK) see the Living Room series.

These photographers are all colour specialists (except Mann) and all
include children heavily in their work (although not exclusively - there's
no colour photographic practitioner the equivalent of Sturges - not in the
mainstream, anyway).

Interesting to note that there's lots of women photographers here - the
tendency towards family photography has been led by women.

I could go on for ages, but I've got work to do! (If I have the time I'll
post a more complete list here in the future).  But as a start, people
should take a look at the photography books listed at
http://www.alessandrasmile.com/

--

Someone recently asked what artistic outlets people had for their girl
love.  As you may have guessed, mine is photography.  I can highly
recommend it!  Not just girls but almost everyone is flattered when you 
ask if you can take their photograph; although it might be difficult to 
start off with, it gets a lot easier to ask people for their photograph.  
It helps if you offer to send them a copy.

Photography is expensive though - if it's just a hobby, then be prepared to
spend up big.  However, I think this is easily justified when you consider
that photography is a creative thing - it keeps you alive - whereas,
browsing the web or newsgroups, for example (which also requires lots of
time and money) is ultimately non-creative.  But that's a personal
prejudice backed up by nothing.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Freddy' wrote:
>My favourite girl from tv at the moment is Lisa Simpson. So what
>if
>she's a cartoon, I love her and she'll never grow up! (I hope!)

Lisa Simpson *is* a cute girl, for a cartoon that is. As far as
real girls on television, my favorites have to be Mary-Kate and
Ashley Olsen. I watched them grow up from babies on TV from their
show "Full House" to their current show "Two of a Kind". They are
two of the most beautiful girls, both inside and out I've ever
seen. It doesn't matter that they are both on the threshold of
puberty, they both wear it quite well.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>'Beamish' replied to me:
>>Please explain? I don't understand what you are trying to say. It
>>sounds like you are saying that gay men can't be girl lovers?

>So, same concept, that gays do not want to admit that members of
>their
>select society, could love kids. I am just trying to figure out a
>conversation with someone like your friend which seems to believe
>you
>only could be homosexual, and trying to explain to him that your a
>girl lover.

Yes, I think I understand your answer now. For some people it is
"all or nothing". Some people think that bisexuals (relating to
adults) or pedophiles who love both boys and girls, are "riding the
fence" and can't make up their minds. This, however, can't be
farther from the truth. That is why I don't get into sexuality
discussions with many people, unless they are of the same mindset
as myself. Trying to convince people of bi, tri, or
quadra-sexuality is a very difficult thing to do. BTW... I coined
the terminology tri-sexuality and quadra-sexuality to refer to
people who are attracted to both adult sexes *and* one or both
child sexes. As these terms are not common, please forgive the
invention of these terms by me. I just feel that it sums up my
attractions most accurately to say that I am a quadra-sexual. I
hope that doesn't confuse anyone. I certainly don't want to spark a
debate here. :-)

--

I wrote:
>>Despite having deleted
>>all nude child images from my computer, and wiping the free space
>>
>>with BCWipe - the software, EnCase, still located files on my
>>computer that had been deleted for quite a number of months!

Ianthe responded:
>   [ You sure it didn't just pick up the file names ? Those
>     can stay behind, often, apparently. ]

Yes, now that you mention it, it *was* just the file names. But
still, it was quite shocking and upsetting. It seems as though
BCWipe does not do what it says it does? I have wiped the free
space on my hd several times with BCWipe and still this software
showed old fileames. I thought BCWipe was supposed to get rid of
any traces of deleted files? Does anyone have any suggestions on
how I can get rid of these references to my deleted files? 

   [ See the entry for DirSnoop, on the Fresh Petals Security
     page... ]

I'd appreciate it very much. Regarding my recent investigation of 
my computer for indecent images, I guess I was very lucky that my
local police agency did not find these old remnants on my computer.
Perhaps they didn't/don't have the software to do such a
comprehensive search? Could someone also tell me if even having
traces of deleted filenames on my computer could get me into
trouble legally in the US? Thanks. I will also investigate this and
will report my findings.

--

'Milo' wrote:
>I'm 19 years old and in
>my sophmore year of college.
>I know I'm a bit young to be considered a girl lover but
>I've always preferred girls between the ages of 10-13. I think it
>goes
>back to the fact that I never had any of the little puppy love
>relationships in junior high and I feel like I missed up.

'Milo', welcome to the family. You are by far *not* to young to be
a girl-lover. I "became" a girl-lover at age 13. Although at that
time, I didn't know the words for it, and only became at ease with
it within the past 2 or so years. I am almost 29.

I didn't have that many girlfriends in junior high or high school
either. In fact girls my age in high school didn't pay much
attention to me, while I found that younger girls did. So, I
started paying more attention to the younger girls. It was a most
mutually satisfying time in my life. Especially with this one girl
who I forged a great relationship with from age 8-12, until I had
to move away. (Those were her ages, not mine.) I was 16-20. I loved
her very much, and still do, although we haven't seen each other in
over 8 years. Consequently, I haven't had any young girlfriends in
over 6 years. But I will someday, I will. :-)

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Freddy' wrote:
>To Sanctuary:
>Someone mentioned that your wife had contributed to ASGL at 
>some point. Is this true? If so what was her handle?

She was 'Sarah'. She stopped writing because, at the time,
she thought that her viewpoint was not being understood. We
have gone through a lot together and I am beginning to feel
as though she understands how I feel. She is very supportive
now.

One of her main contentions was that girls are really looking for
a father and if their own fathers loved them properly there would
be no need for pedophiles. I'm sure that is part of it but I know
there is a lot more to it.

---

'O' wrote:
>She started to walk over to me, but stopped for a brief second... 
>then her parent's came and took her away! They were spanking her 
>for leaving the "lumber loading" area!  I don't understand me 
>sometimes. What exactly was I hoping would happen!?

Just a smile and a nice hello is enough sometimes. It has to start
somewhere. It looks like she was interested but afraid of her
parents (with good reason obviously). I think it is validating for
the girls to know that they are attractive. Keep smiling :-)

---

'Soft & Gentle' wrote:
>So, same concept, that gays do not want to admit that members of their
>select society, could love kids. I am just trying to figure out a
>conversation with someone like your friend which seems to believe you 
>only could be homosexual, and trying to explain to him that your a 
>girl lover.

I saw a video tape from this guy named Mel White who was
defending homosexuality very well. I was cheering him until he
said something like "We are normal people just like you. At least
we are not pedophiles". It is my understanding that NAMBLA used
to be associated with the Gay and Lesbian Liberation Movement but
was asked to leave. I thought they would remember what persecution
was like but perhaps their limited social acceptance has made
them complacent or they don't want to lose the ground they have
gained. Prejudice and bigotry must be resisted wherever they 
appear.

>The boy rubbed himself two more times. I wave him to bend down 
>and I whisper to his ear... "You know, I can go under your jacket
>and you will feel it better".

That was very bold but how else are we going to find out if they
are interested? Someone has to make the suggestion. It could
have gone either way. I don't think I would have the courage to
say that but I don't know. If a girl were to return my smiles and
get very close I might think about it.

---

'Ianthe' wrote:
>Anyone else have any ideas on the preference for Black and 
>White in art photos ?

I suspect it is because of the way light and shadow are utilized.
I have seen some very sensuous uses of shadow ;-)

--

I got snubbed yesterday by a girl that I never thought would.

There is this girl on the next block who tried to make friends
with my daughter but they never hit it off. It's not for lack of
trying on the girl's part but my daughter just didn't like her.
The two times that she *did* come over here we had a great
time and I was always greeted with smiles and waves later. I 
stopped and talked with her several times on her block when I 
felt that I had a reason to be there (like when she was selling 
candy for school and I went over to her house to buy some) or 
when I was just passing by on my way home.

I saw her at the county fair last night with her father and I said
hello. She looked nervous. She did not respond well at all.
Today, I walk by her house and she see me then turns and
heads for the backyard, taking her two friends with her.

It took me a while to recover from that shock. I have no idea
what is going on with her and have no way of finding out since
she and my daughter have no relationship. It is puzzling but I
have decided that I cannot dwell on this too long because the
only other alternative is to go to her house and ask her but I
don't think I can do that without it looking to her parents like 
I'm intruding. What a pity. I had hopes for her. She used to 
like me.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

I need your opinion about one book. Just a few minutes ago I went to
the British branch (new one) of the www.amazon.com, made search for
'paedophilia' and on my surprise I have found something new. The book is
called "Surviving Paedophilia" by Kate Cairns and you still cannot find
this book in the main, US branch of the amazon.com. The book is
scheduled to for release in the January of 1999 (softcover ISBN:
1858561361 -14.95 pounds, hardcover ISBN: 1858561353 -45.00 pounds). 

Maybe someone of you heard about this book. If this is so, please tell
me is this book positive about pedophilia or is it another
anti-pedophilic attack on us so that I can decide to buy it or not. 

And one more thing. DO NOT forget to look for "Moral Panic: Changing
Concepts of the Child Molester in Modern America" by Philip Jenkins
(hardcover ISBN: 0-300-07387-9 -$30.00). The book is
'right-to-the-point' kind of book. I think I will not say too much if I
quote what is written on the back of the book: "This book will become a
kind of marker for historical and social cnstructionist research on sex
abuse. It is original, well written, and engrossing." -Erich Goode,
State University of New York at Stony Brook.

   [ Also, UK TV viewers should also look out for Alan Bennett's 
     Talking Heads 2 series of one-man plays, broadcast
     on BBC 2 tomorrow, which is the 'paedophile' one.
     Stand by the next day for the usual whinging, also, 
     from the likes of Ester Rantzen about "the dangers
     of TV humanising paedophiles". ]

And for the end I would like to suggest something: Don't get me wrong,
it is nice to hear about your positive and negative experiences with
little girls (and sometimes boys). We all learn that way and are able to
help to those in need at least with nice words and this MUST continue
for the benefit of us all. But there is one thing I see that we all miss
or forget to express here. We all say how there is a big difference
between a child abuser and the pedophile and you are all right. But when
was the last time that we took some actual example from the media of
some maniac who rapes children, discussed about it and made a clear
distinction between what he does and how he thinks and feels and what we
do and how we think and feel. We must talk more about it so that we can
separate ourselves from that wrong and sick image of child molester that
this society want us to believe that we belong to. We must talk more
about how sick, stupid and idiotic is to hurt and rape a child in any
time and any place. We have to express our disgust and pain more often
when we hear that a child have been hurt by some maniac. 

So much for now. All the best, from 

'Andrej'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Pegassus' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hello friends and fellow GLs,

First of all I would like to thank everybody that welcomed me, 
especially Florian.  Fortunately, my wife is away for a few hours and I 
now have some free time to post without her hanging over my shoulders 
checking on what I'm doing.  

Like most of you, my life as a GL is full of ups and downs and good and 
bad news.  I will share some of both.  As an optimist, I will start with 
the good.  Last Saturday will be a day that I will always remember 
fondly.  Remember my good friend Jenny?  Well, I had the chance to go 
with her, her mother(a very good friend), her brother(12) and my 
wife(boo,hiss!) to a water theme park not far from my town.  It was a 
spectacular day! Not a cloud in the sky and unseasonably pleasant.  

As we walked from the parking lot to the main entrance, Jenny (9) threw 
her arm around my waist and we walked like this, embraced, just about 
all day(of course, I also was affectionate with her brother in order to 
not draw attention, but my heart raced for Jenny).  We had a grand time 
at the sealife show where, while seated at the stands, she approached me 
and sat on my lap straddling my right leg; I wrapped my right arm around 
her waist.  This continued for about twenty minutes then she sat beside 
me.  Whenever the whale would jump and splash everyone on the stands, 
she would shelter herself by throwing both arms around me and hiding her 
beautiful face in my chest.  As if this wasn't enough, we got a chance 
to be alone(except for her brother) away from her mother and my wife.  
All three of us went into the hay stack labyrinth while her mom and my 
wife stood in line for the seal show.  We got lost, so I suggested she 
climb onto my shoulders to see over the walls.  She was so excited; she 
played with my hair, as I caressed her thighs, and she had fun guiding 
us out of the maze, to boot.  

Of course, my wife was watching me very closely, but didn't have the 
nerve to say anything to me because of Jenny's mom's presence.  Jenny's 
mom's attitude though, seemed to calm her down a bit since she didn't 
seem a bit worried about the attention I was giving her children. 

As the day went on, though, in the back of my mind loomed a troubling 
thought:  "will this be the last time I'm able to be this close to 
Jenny, Isha, Erika, Samantha?"  You see, this coming Saturday(tomorrow) 
I have a meeting with a couple of my church shepherds, in confidence, 
about an incident that happened elsewhere and about 3 years ago with a 
girl.  She and I met and immediately were attracted to each other, 
unfortunately, I went as far as fondling and caressing her small 
developing breasts as we embraced.  This happened for about a week every 
time we were together.  She seemed to enjoy it very much.  But one day 
my wife walked into the kitchen when I was hugging her from behind, 
cupping her breasts with my hands and kissing the back of her ear.  The 
incident stayed pretty much between my wife and me, but she never 
trusted me again to be around LGs.  Apparently, this girl was troubled 
enough by this later that she asked my grandmother and my aunt about it.  
I don't know who notified the church, but now I have to appear before this 
group.  I intend to tell what happened and to say that it was an 
isolated incident with a girl.  I suspect, though, that they will 
resolve on asking me not to be physical in any manner with young girls, 
including my sweethearts above mentioned.  So, that's the bad news.  
I'll let you know how this developed and with what consequences on a 
later posting.  I'll also relate to you much more about the fine 
experiences I've had with my other gorgeous friends.

Until then,

'Pegassus'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Rational'
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

I added this to my last post because some of the things involved 
happened later the same day I sent it. I also comment some 
things from what you wrote. Hope you don't find me excessively 
long. :-)

--

To 'Misty Vain':

Well, I very well know myself that there are many more kids 
at school than at college, but I didn't exactly mean that. 
Anyway, I can find two lovely exceptions to this rule.
About a year ago, when I was at high school, I met a professor's 
daughter. I regret not taking his class though he was said to 
be a rather bad teacher... she was such a gorgeous 8yo girl. 
However, I never really made friends with her. I didn't see 
her very often so we talked just a bit, and only once or 
twice. I don't know if it was good or bad but that was just 
the same time when I was more in contact with my dear D. I 
can't possibly imagine something better than seeing them 
both the same day, as I happened to do several times. But 
then my deep crush on D. probably didn't let me enjoy this 
girl's grace and beauty to the most... I love her anyway...

But that was high school. But even now at college I had one 
chance to see an lg. In the recent days, one professor's 
(I actually don't even know exactly who) had to bring his 
three children here for some reason I also ignore. They're 
one boy and two girls. The younger girl is simply beautiful. 
I first saw her at the cafeteria. Her summer clothes let 
me see her legs and arms and I could easily guess the rest 
of her so attractive lg body. And her hair was also beautiful. 
So even now there's an lg presence in my life, though I 
haven't really talked to her, except for polite 'Good morning', 
'Excuse me', you know... but those moments seem to happen so 
often... ;-)

Anyway, I get your point, 'Misty Vain' and you got mine, too. 
Yes, there are groups for virtually everyone but us but maybe 
society isn't yet ready to see a gl soc in colleges... :-( 

But college students are normally (a bit) more tolerant than 
most people, at least when they don't know they sit beside a 
ped in History class... I also meant that our social life is, 
of course, different and more difficult. First anything, most 
of our classmates have a strong and visible interest in girls 
(people) our age, which I personally don't share. I'm not lg-
exclusive. I like girls 5 to adult but my feelings for lgs have 
so far been much stronger than those for women my age. And I
don't get quite accustomed to it. I suppose I will, but I 
haven't yet...

--

There's been news for me which I believe are excellent. 
There's a great friend of mine I'll call B. My mother (BTW, 
I also mentioned parents. I still live with her, who is a 
single mother <psycho: that's why you're a ped. you didn't 
have a father figure in your childhood> :-D) always asks me 
what I can possibly talk with a 13yo boy. Well, about a lot 
of things, you couldn't imagine them all. Just don't overimagine, 
my relation with him has never been sexual and, since I don't 
pretend to encourage that stage, it will never be. I first 
knew him about 9y ago, but never made friends with him, 
then he went abroad, then he came back about 2y ago, and 
for the last year we've become very close. Probably he's 
even my best friend now. This proves that a ped can make 
a friendship with a kid (13 isn't exactly *kid* IMO but...) 
and it can be fulfilling for both but it's not what I want 
to say (though later I probably talk about this friendship). 

My point is, we have talked (a lot indeed) about sex (which 
also proves that young age doesn't mean uncapability to 
understand sex) but I hadn't told him I'm a paedophile. 
Sure we had commented our shared liking for the gorgeous 
girls in his class and I told him about my love for 12yo 
Y. in the summer but he never seemed to think that it 
applied to prepubescents as well as to low-teens. Then 
I confessed I'm a paedophile and that I simply love D. 
He doesn't have a nice relation with her so he didn't like 
that part but the point is, he accepted me anyway. I came 
out for the first time in real life, and I was not rejected, 
not even because he's 13. He didn't consider me a child 
molester or told me to get away. That tells me he's a real 
friend. He neither tried to say "that's wrong, you should 
try to change". That tells me he's tolerant and he knows 
me well enough as to know I'd never harm a child. Is his 
generation a better one? I hope so. Anyway, this was just 
_GREAT_ and I have to say that I don't think I could have 
done it if I had never read you, guys. Thanks to all of 
you, Ianthe and fellow co-members, this is really Support 
for Girl-Lovers...

--

:-) *I'm SOOOO happy* :-)

--

I want to say two more things which are an addition to the addition.

1 - I agree with Soft_&_Gentle on the point that I like a 
girl who dresses sexually attractive, but that she looks 
too sexual to look at her with anything else in mind. If 
I already had some kind of deep relation with her and she 
appeared before me that way, I couldn't think but that 
she's saying: "come on, I want sex with you now, and so 
do you so let's do it in <whatever place some lonely>". 
But unless I have a relation with her that could make her 
think that, I prefer to see cute lgs in their cute lg 
dresses and they're just as beautiful and sexually 
attractive to me without losing their precious girlhood. 
Have you never seen a woman over 16 or 17 dress like an 
lg? I love them and that's why. They are so lg-like that 
I forget they aren't.

--

2 - After I talked about B., I feel I have to say something 
about my whole preferences. As I said before, I like women 
from 5 to adult, but my feelings for lgs are different,
deeper, they involve some emotional things that don't go 
along with my liking for adults/late-teens. But then I 
feel the same for some girls I knew as lgs and who are 
now late-teens... and I have had, only a few times but 
it counts, crushes on boys too. And they're also different. 
Normally what I look on them is completely emotional at 
least at the beginning. I can tell you I develop sexual 
interest on them but it only seems to happen in later 
stages of our friendships. (On the opposite, I have 
sexual interest on lgs and women earlier in our relations). 
Hope you don't matter [mind?].

--

I'm happy and I wish you all as happy as me...

'Rational'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Someone, 'Daydreamer2' I think, mentioned the song Clair by Gilbert
O'Sullivan. Ianthe asked about it. I remember either seeing it 
on telly, or reading about it, that Clair from that song was 
actually the daughter of one of his record producers, and he did 
used to babysit her, but apparantly they fell out. It was quite 
sad actually.

'Freddy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone!  This is the real Christian here, not an imposter.  :)

'O' wrote:
>I was in a home improvement warehouse [DIY store] the other night.  I saw
>this beautiful redhead.  Loose-fitting tank top (almost falling off),
>tight small jean shorts.... I wanted her!  I was a bit overcome by lust!
>So I followed them around the store ( I know this is stalking isn't it)
>and got every bit as close as I could to see down her tank top.  I felt
>dirty and horrid but I wanted her!  When they left I brought my stuff
>up to the ringer!  And I checked out.  I didn't have half the stuff I
>needed but I wasn't thinking straight.  I went out and saw her running
>around at the front of the store, while her parents loaded lumber I suppose?
>I made sure no-one saw me but I wasn't really extremely careful!
>She saw me and our eyes locked!

Don't feel too bad about that.  In fact, I've done the same thing myself.
Don't think of stalking as such a horrible thing, so long as you don't
hurt anybody it's perfectly alright (unless she tells you to stop, then
you have to stop). I'm well aware of how looking at a beautiful 7 year old
(or so) girl can make you have trouble thinking straight.

--

'Florian' wrote:
>Christian - I am so glad to hear from another Christian who also 
>happens to be a girl lover.  Many people generalise and say that 
>Christians are bible bashing conservatives who condemn all paedophiles 
>to hell.  Well, you and I are living proof that Christians can not only 
>be sympathetic to girl lovers, but can actually be girl lovers, 
>because it doesn't in any way conflict with Christian doctrine.  The 
>bible (the basic law of western society) does not warn us to keep away 
>from young girls.  In fact, it directs us to live our lives like 
>children.  

I agree with you completely, but try telling that to my parents.  They say
that pedophilia is completely against Christian doctrine, but I can't
reason with them.  I'm pleased to meet another Christian pedophile.  I was
beginning to think I was the only one.  In fact, there is a famous saying
"They will know we are Christians by our love."  So I say that anyone who
says "I hate pedophiles because I am a Christian" is not a true Christian,
and similarly anyone who says "I rape children because I am a pedophile"
is not truly a pedophile, since true pedophiles never force anything on
children (I know some people do, and I'm ashamed to be associated with
such people, but that's all part of being both a pedophile and a
Christian).

--

Ianthe wrote:
>[ And the Old Testament seems to be ok about marrying at
>very young ages, see the various threads on this in the
>archives. :) ]

--

Ah, those were the days.  Too bad I'm too young to remember them.

--

'Florian' wrote:
>Why our society has drifted into the misconception that girl loving is
>wrong, I don't know.

I know why.  It's because some asshole raped a child against his/her will
and the rest of society got the idea that anyone who wants to have sex
with children is a rapist.  So they started treating all of us like scum.
I know it's not logical, but this is a witch hunt we all have to deal
with.

>I agree, however, that there are some so-called Christians who 
>give Christianity a bad name, but I do not consider many of these people 
>to be Christian.

Let me tell a true story about this... Recently in Toronto a guy was
arrested for assault or something after he pushed a topless woman off a
statue of a horse, causing her to break her wrist (for those of you who
didn't already know, toplessness is now legal in Ontario).  He was
carrying a Bible in his hand.  It's people like that that give us a bad
name.  I think I'm going to like you, Florian.  You seem to be a man after
my own heart.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>One of my mom's friends is a "sex offender". The scariest part of it all 
>is that he says he is innocent.  Even if he was guilty I can't understand 
>how he could get 20 years for touching an 11-year-old girl's ass.  20 
>years! That's what he said he was facing if the jury found him guilty, 
>but he decided not to let it go to trial.  His lawyer suggested a plea 
>bargain which resulted in 4 months in jail, which is still too long for 
>touching anyone's ass IMO.  Now he is out of jail and is forced into 5 
>years of counseling.

My parents have warned me that the same thing could happen to me.  I've
never been to jail (at least not as a resident) but I can't imagine it
being much worse than talking to a psychiatrist.  I hope one day it will
be legal to touch anyone's ass one wants to (provided they gave 
permission first, of course).

--

'PK1' wrote: (in response to Soft_&_Gentle)
>Sorry, but I've heard way too many over-macho men use this excuse when 
>they commit rape :-(

I agree.  No offense, Soft_&_Gentle, but I suggest you watch that you
don't become like them (rapists, that is).  I hope and pray that you are
still the kind, gentle person that your nickname implies.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Knowledge truly *is* power, and in a society where power is an
>end unto itself, people who have knowledge are a threat to those
>who are in control.  Your earlier account, Christian, of Valeri,
>the Russian Christian pioneer, is a perfect example of just such
>a situation.  He was bringing knowledge of God to the people, and
>the Communists couldn't have that, lest their control be wrested
>from them by the people's faith in God.

Or perhaps God himself.

>Much more important is, I think, the girl's readiness in other
>areas, such as her willingness to have such a relationship, her
>understanding of the implications, and her ability to handle the
>emotions involved.

Of course, all that goes without saying.

Note:  the message Ianthe thought was from 'Giggle Maker' was 
actually from me ('Christian').

Well, that's all I have to say for now.  Be well, all!

'Christian'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, Ramon.  Glad to see you here!  You and I conversed a bit by
email a while back.

'Ramon' wrote:
>Has anyone else found that they could channel their sexual feelings
>and frustrations into creativity too? Not necessarily through
>writing, which is my outlet, but through any creative or artistic
>activity?

That's why I do photography.  I can't explain why, but I find
photography very sexual.  When I photograph a little girl, it's like
touching her.

--

'Beamish' wrote:
>I always make it a priority to smile when I see a child. Sometimes
>they respond in kind. Others who are taught that strangers who
>smile at them want to molest them get scared or scowl back. Now
>THAT is damaging to a child. To have a parent say that a smiling
>stranger wants to molest them. Where the hell do some parents get
>off telling their kids that.

My wife told me a story: when she was a little girl, she was walking
down the street with her parents in a large US city.  A black cop
smiled at her, she smiled at him and said 'hi'.  Her parents yelled
at her: 'Don't ever smile at a black man.  He'll tear the clothes
right off you.' etc.  Seems society needs a bogey man.  Who takes
that role changes from time to time.  Right now, we're it.

--

In the Oct 14th issue there was a post headed:
>'Giggle Maker' or 'Christian' writes

Don't know why the confusion, but this must have been 'Christian',
because it wasn't me.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Jock Sturges.  What more needs to be said?

About three years ago, I saw a Jock Sturges exhibit in a gallery.
The prints are HUGE.  Some are life sized!  And Sturges uses a view
camera (the negative is 8 x 10 inches), so these huge prints have
amazing detail.  If you look really closely, you could probably
count the hairs on the girl's arm.  The prints were for sale; the
gallery owner offered me a set of 5 prints, I think, signed by
Sturges, for $1500.  Could you imagine having these hanging in your
living room?

   [ Wow, that is cool, I had no idea they were that large ! ]

--

'Christian' wrote:
>Perhaps one day I will come across a book with colour pictures of
>nude girls.  Only then will I have found what I really wanted in a
>book.  

David Hamilton does color, but his girls are in the 12 - 15 year old
range.  'Jung und Frei' (Jeunes et Naturel) has excellent 
quality color photos of girls of all ages.  Unfortunately it isn't 
published any more, but Alessandra's Smile has a few back issues 
for sale.  I've never seen a dead tree edition, but I've seen many 
scans of their photos on usenet.

--

>_French pupils' strike spreads_ (from ASGL 10th October 1998 (1))

Great news!!!  We all complain about how downtrodden we are, but
kids are worse off than us.  Kids are slaves: they are owned by
their parents or by the state.  They have no legal right whatever to
make any decision about their own life.  Others dictate where they
will be, what they will do, and who they will associate with.  If
they rebel, they are punished.  That is slavery!  A kids' liberation
movement is long, long overdue.  I hope this French pupils' strike
is the beginning of a world-wide movement.

'Giggle Maker'
--------------------------------------------------------------------


   [ Latest news on it...


     Saturday _17 October_ 1998

   _122 held in Paris pupil protests_
   _By Julian Nundy in Paris_
     
   FRENCH police were holding 122 students and schoolchildren
   in detention yesterday, including 75 minors, after
   Thursday's protests and riots in the centre of Paris.

   As many as 500,000 children are estimated to have taken
   part in Thursday's demonstrations, which thugs in Paris 
   used as a pretext to smash and burn cars and loot shops.

   In the wake of the massive nationwide demonstrations by
   secondary pupils, Claude Allegre, the Socialist Education
   Minister, renewed promises yesterday to provide more
   teachers and meet other demands. Paris, meanwhile, braced
   itself for more trouble as pupils' leaders said they
   planned another day of protests on Tuesday.  Some teaching 
   unions are also balloting members on joining the protest.

   Across France yesterday, several thousand children kept
   the protests going. In the Basque city of Bayonne, about
   500 paralysed train services by occupying the railway
   station for much of the morning. Others took over toll
   booths on the Pont de Tancarville bridge spanning the Seine
   estuary in Normandy, allowing motorists to drive across for
   free.

   After meeting M Allegre, a delegation of the National
   Lycee Union said the minister had repeated promises to 
   meet pupils' demands.  ]
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  [ I thought it's about time to do a little research
    about Fresh Petals, so here's a short survey to while
    away your time until the next ASGL-L posting...

    For those who wish to post the survey back anon,
    you can use the web-based anonymous remailer at:
    http://www.replay.com/remailer/                  ]


========================================================

Just replace the "-" with an "x", next to your answer...

1. Have you ever visited Fresh Petals (ASGL-L web-site)

- yes
- no

2. How did you find out about Fresh Petals ?

- read about it in a newsgroup posting
- a friend told me
- saw it mentioned in the ASGL-L FAQ
- a link from a web-site ( please say which...
   - Donchan's WebKnots site
   - Alessandra's Smile
   - Pedophile Liberation Front
   - Danish Pedo Association
   - one of the Girl-love Web-ring sites 
   - other
   - can't remember )
- found it through a web search-engine (Alta Vista, HotBot, Excite or similar)
- found it through a web directory (Yahoo or similar)

3. How often do you visit the site ?

- hourly (!)
- daily
- weekly
- every few weeks
- monthly
- used to visit but I stopped (could you say why?)

4. Have you downloaded the .zip file so you can have 
the entire site on your hard-drive ?

- yes
- no
- I tried but the download was too slow

5. What are your three favorite pages ?

-
-
-

6. What features or pages do you skip / not read ?

-
-
-

7. Anything else you'd like to tell me about Fresh Petals ?





========================================================


Ianthe




---------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

With regard to why 'art' photographers seem to prefer 
black & white, maybe it's just that they like to control 
the whole production including processing, and black & 
white processing is still more practicable on a 
small scale.

(Not that there's anything wrong with 'non-art' photos: 
there's place in this world for airport pot-boilers as 
well as Shakespeare.)

--

'Sanctuary' wrote (about his wife):
>One of her main contentions was that girls are really looking for
>a father and if their own fathers loved them properly there would
>be no need for pedophiles. I'm sure that is part of it but I know
>there is a lot more to it.

Rather a curious expression, "there would be no need for pedophiles". 
We'd still exist (and deserve the same consideration) even if there 
were no need for us! I think it's an accepted ethical principle that a 
person should be valued for himself over what 'use' he is.

--

'Ianthe', for me your pointer to the Alan Bennett 'paedophile park 
attendant' TV play came just in time to catch it; most unusual, 
though the pathos was almost unbearable. The character was rather 
a stereotypical 'dolly mixture merchant' I thought, but better than 
nothing. (Apparently Bennett's own sexuality is a bit of a mystery.)

   [ He's gay but lives a bachelor life with a woman 
     housekeeper, allegedly.  Did you tape it ?  The 
     plays in his second series are available in 
     book format, too, titled "Talking Heads 2", which 
     is in the shops now, I think. ]

--

To finish, two more from 'Sir A.J.'s film list viewable on UK 
television in the next week. (I haven't seen the first.)

Monday 26 October, 8.30am - 10.20am CH5

The PURPLE PEOPLE EATER (Paramount, 1988) A Disneyesque film about a 
large innocuous space alien, forerunner of Barney the dinosaur, and some 
kids who start a band. In one scene they roller-skate in bathing suits. 
With a very young Thora Birch as Molly, Kimberley McCullough as Donna, 
and the stunning Asian-American Lindsay Price as Kacy. (Not to mention 
Little Richard.)

Friday 30 October, 1.40am - 3.30am CH4 (i.e. early Saturday)

The INNOCENTS (Directed by Jack Clayton, 20th cent Fox, 1961, B&W) This 
classic psychological drama by Henry James, adapted by Truman Capote 
(from "Turn of the Screw"), is the story of two innocent children, Flora 
(Pamela Franklin) and Miles (Martin Stephens) whom their governess 
(Deborah Kerr) thinks are possessed by the spirits of two dead servants 
from their English country estate. How could such innocence be imbued 
with so much evil? Or is it all in Kerr's hyperactive superstitious 
imagination?

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------
Hi everyone. :)

'Christian' wrote:
>'Flickorna' wrote:
>>One of my mom's friends is a "sex offender". The scariest part of it
>>all is that he says he is innocent.  Even if he was guilty I can't
>>understand how he could get 20 years for touching an 11-year-old
>>girl's ass.  20 years! That's what he said he was facing if the
>>jury found him guilty, but he decided not to let it go to trial.
>>His lawyer suggested a plea bargain which resulted in 4 months in
>>jail, which is still too long for touching anyone's ass IMO.  Now
>>he is out of jail and is forced into 5 years of counseling.
>
>My parents have warned me that the same thing could happen to me.
>I've never been to jail (at least not as a resident) but I can't
>imagine it being much worse than talking to a psychiatrist.

I think prison would be much much worse.

>I hope one day it will be legal to touch anyone's ass one wants to
>(provided they gave permission first, of course).

I used to volunteer at a pre-school with many lovely little girls who
loved me. I used to touch them on their asses and I never had any
complaints -- if anything it made them love me more, and I never had
their permission. If I had ever felt like I was bothering a girl,
whether she verbalized it or not, I would have stopped touching her
that way. So I don't think that permission is always necessary. I do
think that there is a potential to get carried away though and one
should be careful. (I know from experience.)

I forgot to mention that my mom's friend was accused of four counts of
ass touching which could have been 5 years for each touch (4 ass
touches x 5 years each = 20 years). That's what he said, although I
find it unlikely that he would have received that much time.

This is off topic: As for being a 'Christian', I consider myself a
Christian (I believe in divine Christ) but I do not think that one
must believe in Jesus's divinity, God the father, or the Bible to be a
good person or to be loved by God and allowed into heaven. One must
only have faith in goodness and have a genuine desire to do good
(God's will).

'Flickorna'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hi, everyone.  'Christian' here.

'Misty Vain' wrote:
>I've read this list for a while now and this has been 
>enlightening.  It sounds silly now but before I began lurking
>here, I seem to have felt that I really was one of those who
>are in the headlines after molesting some kids.  I apparently
>didn't have any other to compare myself to and find my place
>in this world, even if I didn't like what they do.  Now I see
>that one could be a paedophile without molesting children, 
>if I may put it as extremely as this.  Has anyone else had
>these thoughts?

Not me.  When I read in the headlines that some pedophile abused a child,
I always thought "What a creep.  I'll never be like that."  This was
before I found out that I was a pedophile.  And I'm still not like that.
Also, I don't like to compare myself to the kind of Christian who, instead
of evangelizing the proper way, goes and condemns all pedophiles,
homosexuals, and people who read or write pornography to hell.  I like to
think I'm more of a friendly Christian who is more concerned with
spreading the gospel than with picking at a lifestyle someone else leads
that isn't even harmful to society.  God may be opposed to homosexuality,
but I'm not, because I'm not God.

>'Giggle Maker' wrote:
(Actually, that was me, not Giggle Maker)
>>The difference, Misty Vain, is that pedophilia is illegal and if we...

>No, paedophilia isn't illegal.  But of course there will be
>some bigots who won't leave such us alone and I don't think
>there would be many who would have the courage to be a member
>after all.  It's sad that many activists count only homo-, bi-
>and transsexuality as sexual minorities and they won't be of
>much help...

I don't know where you're from, but where I'm from pedophilia is illegal
and is also treated like some sort of mental illness.  And if a group for
pedophiles did exist, I think I would probably make a point of becoming a
member (if I could do so without my parents finding out, that is).

--

'Beamish' wrote
>Trying to convince people of bi, tri, or
>quadra-sexuality is a very difficult thing to do.  BTW... I coined
>the terminology tri-sexuality and quadra-sexuality to refer to
>people who are attracted to both adult sexes *and* one or both
>child sexes.  As these terms are not common, please forgive the
>invention of these terms by me.  I just feel that it sums up my
>attractions most accurately to say that I am a quadra-sexual.  I
>hope that doesn't confuse anyone.  I certainly don't want to spark a
>debate here. :-)

Maybe not, but I am attracted to both little girls and adult women, and I
don't like the idea of being called bisexual because of that.  It gives
the impression that I'm gay, which I'm not.  I hope I didn't offend those
of you who are gay by what I just said.

Beamish wondered if he could get into trouble because of traces of old
file-names on his computer.  I would say no, but if the cops figured out
you had a filename called "nudekids.jpg" or "nudekid1.jpg" and
"nudekid2.jpg" or whatever, you'd have to think pretty hard to explain to
them what those files REALLY were.

   [ "Metacreations Poser files, officer..." ;) ]

--

'Pegassus' wrote:
>Like most of you, my life as a GL is full of ups and downs and good and 
>bad news.  I will share some of both.  As an optimist, I will start with 
>the good.  Last Saturday will be a day that I will always remember 
>fondly.  Remember my good friend Jenny?  Well, I had the chance to go 
>with her, her mother(a very good friend), her brother(12) and my 
>wife(boo,hiss!) to a water theme park not far from my town.  It was a 
>spectacular day! Not a cloud in the sky and unseasonably pleasant.  

Don't you like your wife?  Does she know you're a pedophile?  If I ever
get married, one of the things I will do first is tell her that I'm
attracted to little girls, and if she doesn't like it, fine, I didn't want
to marry someone like that anyway, and if she's okay with it, even better.
I hope Jenny also realizes that she should be careful not to get too
friendly with a married man.  It could lead to trouble unless your wife is
okay with it.

--

'Rational' wrote
>I came out for the first time in real life, and I was not rejected, 
>not even because he's 13.  He didn't consider me a child 
>molester or told me to get away.  That tells me he's a real 
>friend.  He neither tried to say "that's wrong, you should 
>try to change".  That tells me he's tolerant and he knows 
>me well enough as to know I'd never harm a child.  Is his 
>generation a better one?  I hope so.  Anyway, this was just 
>_GREAT_ and I have to say that I don't think I could have 
>done it if I had never read you, guys.  Thanks to all of 
>you, Ianthe and fellow co-members, this is really Support 
>for Girl-Lovers...

I don't know if I'm one of those that you are thanking for this, but
you're welcome anyway.  I don't know if the next generation will be better
than this one.  As has always been the case, some people are more friendly
towards pedophiles than others.  In any case, I'm happy for you that you
found a friend who is willing to accept the way God made you.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>That's why I do photography.  I can't explain why, but I find
>photography very sexual.  When I photograph a little girl, it's like
>touching her.

Maybe because you can touch the photographs all you want once 
they're developed?  :)

>My wife told me a story: when she was a little girl, she was walking
>down the street with her parents in a large US city.  A black cop
>smiled at her, she smiled at him and said 'hi'.  Her parents yelled
>at her: 'Don't ever smile at a black man.  He'll tear the clothes
>right off you.' etc.  Seems society needs a bogey man.  Who takes
>that role changes from time to time.  Right now, we're it.

I pity your wife, who had to be brought up in a home like that.  I hope
she isn't racist like her parents.  I wonder if the cop heard what they
said, and if so, how it made him feel.  There are a lot of things that I'm
strongly opposed to, and one of them is definitely racism.  I could go on
and on about how I hate racism, but that would probably be going off
topic, so I'll stop now.

>Great news!!!  We all complain about how downtrodden we are, but
>kids are worse off than us.  Kids are slaves:  they are owned by
>their parents or by the state.

This is great news?  It's not all that pleasant to me.

>They have no legal right whatever to
>make any decision about their own life.  Others dictate where they
>will be, what they will do, and who they will associate with.  If
>they rebel, they are punished.  That is slavery!  A kids' liberation
>movement is long, long overdue.  I hope this French pupils' strike
>is the beginning of a world-wide movement.

Hmm.. I remember I hated my childhood.  Mostly because I was the youngest
in my family, and, having a birthday in November, I was also one of the
youngest in my class.  I was also a nerd.  And I had a tyrant for an
elementary school principal too.  The guy gave me spankings for
accidentally breaking a plastic penny (among other things that weren't my
fault as well.  This is the one that most sticks out in my mind).  I'm
afraid that a pupils' strike will not work as long as adults are more
powerful (and, by nature, they are) than children.  Mind you, parents
should have some control over their children.  For example, children never
want to go to school, but their parents make them go anyway, and they
become better educated people because of it.  Also, if children were
allowed to eat whatever they wanted all the time, they would just stuff
their faces with candy and all their teeth would fall out.  So parents
should be allowed to have some say in that as well.  I could go on and on,
but you get the idea.  The only problem with this is when parents abuse
their authority and feel they can spank (or perhaps abuse in some other
way) their children at any time in any place for any reason, whether
reasonable or unreasonable.  This is why children should rebel against
their parents.  And they can't do it alone.  They need adults like us to
help them.

Well, that's all I've got to say for now.  God bless you.

'Christian'
-----------------------------------------------------------


   [ Ok, only a few God-mentions this posting, but (at the risk
     of sounding like a philistine) I think that's enough God 
     stuff for now. ]


ends
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Press-cuttings round-up:

* USA: Judge rules 'Tin Drum' film not child pornography
* USA: Critics: Child-Protection Bill Is Invasive
* USA: Civil liberties groups to fight CPA
* USA: Christian activists protest against nudity books
* UK: Police watchdog admits corruption is rampant
* UK: Candid camera for criminals ?
* USA: The age of puberty for girls is dropping
* UK: New Data act will allow public to access records
* UK: snippets
* France: School strikes news round-up
* Features
* Comment
* TV review (Alan Bennet's "Talking Heads 2")
* Books
* Academic paper
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_Judge rules 'Tin Drum' film not child pornography_

October 21, 1998

OKLAHOMA CITY (AP) -- An Academy Award-winning film
confiscated from video stores, homes and a library does not
violate child pornography laws, a federal judge ruled
Tuesday.
                      
Police began confiscating copies of "The Tin Drum" last
year after District Judge Richard W. Freeman ruled the
movie violated Oklahoma's child pornography law because of
three scenes, including one that depicted a minor
performing oral sex.
          
U.S. District Judge Ralph Thompson ruled in December that
the seizures were unconstitutional and the videocassettes
should be returned. In an 11-page ruling issued Tuesday, he
said the film does not meet Oklahoma's legal standard
defining child pornography.
   
Oklahoma County District Attorney Bob Macy had asked
Thompson to rule that the film contains child pornography. 

But the judge found that while some scenes may meet part of
Oklahoma's child pornography definition because the
material includes underage actors simulating or portraying
sexual acts, it does not meet the other half of the test
because it doesn't appeal to prurient interests, Macy said
Tuesday. 

"The Tin Drum", based on a novel by German author Gunter 
Grass, won the Academy Award for best foreign film in 1979.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_Critics: Child-Protection Bill Is Invasive_

10/15/98

The U.S. government has vowed to protect children from
harmful online content, but free-speech and privacy groups
say in many cases, new legislation is going too far.

 The Child Protection and Sexual Predator Punishment Act
passed the Senate Oct. 9 and the House Oct. 12 and now
awaits President Clinton's signature. Most of the attention
has focused on the bill's provisions requiring sites to
verify the age of visitors before allowing them to see
adult material.

The Washington, D.C.-based Electronic Privacy Information
Center (EPIC) is trying to bring attention to a
lesser-known provision of the act, which could force ISPs
to turn over information about their subscribers even when
the law-enforcement agency has not presented a search
warrant.

According to this provision, whenever an ISP "obtains
knowledge of facts or circumstances" in which a child
pornography law are apparently violated, it must report 
the information to a law-enforcement agency. ISPs that 
fail to report an incident face fines up to $50,000 
for the first infraction and $100,000 for subsequent 
infractions. 

There are a number of problems with the provision,
according to the EPIC. First of all, the law doesn't
establish a standard of truth. The severity of the fines,
said David Sobel, general counsel for the EPIC, will
encourage ISPs to over-report, giving information on
subscribers who are not being investigated.

"With these kinds of penalties hanging over ISPs," Sobel
said, "they are going to feel compelled to open up all
subscriber information."

Nor does the law limit the type of information ISPs may
turn over to law enforcement, the EPIC said, or provide
legal recourse for subscribers whose personal information
is improperly disclosed.

Law-enforcement agencies already have the power to subpoena
ISPs for subscriber information, Sobel said, and are likely
to use this law in cases where they are unable to obtain a
warrant. This is a clear violation of Fourth Amendment
protections against improper search and seizure, he added. 

Sobel said his group has not decided whether to fight the
law. If so, it will face vocal opposition from a variety of
child-protection organizations, though some
anti-pornography groups said the bill is problematic. 

--

Letter to Wired online:

Tue, 20 Oct 1998 07:21:06 -0600 

To: newsfeedback@wired.com
_Subject: Internet Reform? _

Recently, the Congress voted overwhelmingly to pass House
Bill 3494, as part of the larger appropriations bill, which
is now awaiting a presidential signature.

The bill, which is designed to protect children from online
predators, is slated to be challenged in court by the ACLU,
and various civil liberty groups. My husband and I have
experienced first-hand why, though well-intended, H3494
necessitates a judicial challenge and review. 

Last fall, on the word of a disgruntled neighbor who claimed 
that some Internet postings that allegedly targeted their 
child stemmed from our residence, our local police department,
states attorney's office, and the FBI accessed our phone
and Internet service provider records. Additionally, an
attempt was made to subpoena our ISP to discover the Web
sites we frequented, my husband was called in for
questioning, two members of our family were summoned to
appear before three separate grand juries, and ultimately,
my husband was charged with two class B misdemeanor counts
of transmitting obscene material over telephone lines. 

In spite of having signed receipts and witness affidavits
to confirm that my husband was out-of-state the week of the
alleged postings, we have been unable to have the charges
against him dismissed. Our suspicions, later confirmed by
our Internet service provider, was that our account had
been accessed illegally. (By the way, we are computer
neophytes and own no "stunt" software that can perform
David Copperfield-like magic that would enable us to
transmit postings from afar). To date, we have spent in
excess of $10,000 of our own funds for my husband's legal
defense. We anticipate that an additional $15,000-$20,000
will be needed for trial representation. Because our
neighbor is a journalist, we have also been subjected to an
inordinate amount of inflammatory pretrial publicity, which
has included being smeared on national television, and
viewing a transcript of my husband being named culpable
before a House judiciary subcommittee on crime. 

The negative publicity, of course, has resulted in business
losses for my husband, who had spent years marketing a
reputable fund-raising firm for charitable organizations,
schools, and churches. He has been stigmatized by being
associated with pedophiles and Internet predators, who
solicit children online.  I, an award-winning school
teacher, had to hire my own attorney for two grand jury
appearances and seek "immunity from prosecution." Our
nephew, who was also called before a grand jury, is an
honors student at DePaul University in Chicago. 

In trying to discover why this was happening to us, we
learned that Congressman Jerry Weller (R-Illinois) had
funneled federal funding in the form of local block grants
to our area police departments and to the office of the
Will County State's Attorney for the establishment of an
"Internet task force." We have contacted the Justice
Department, who oversees the task force, to relate our
story. We have also contacted both state and federal
officials and have received support from various due
process and Internet privacy groups, who are closely
monitoring this case's motions and judicial rulings and
have offered us public-awareness assistance. 

It is understandable that no citizen, politician, or
president wants to come out against legislation that favors
child protection, but even I, a teacher supremely
interested in safeguarding my students from harm, know that
the legal ramifications of passing this type of legislation
are far reaching. 

The judicial implications for "deputizing" Internet service
providers so that they may serve as "censor monitors" for
law enforcement officials is very Orwellian. Additionally,
by trying to "localize" the Internet and establish
state-wide ordinances regarding what is "acceptable,"
"decent," or "obscene" on a mode of communication that is
without parameters or boundaries may not be the best use of
tax payer dollars. Also, establishing irrefutable legal
proof of an Internet crime when it is possible to use
e-mail or Internet accounts illegally or fraudulently or
when users themselves can masquerade their identities,
ages, etc. (as law enforcement officials themselves
do online) is clearly a misguided effort if no 
eyewitnesses are present to actually view a transmission. 

In our case, of course, my husband and I intend to appeal
any conviction. We also have spoken to a half-dozen
attorneys who all say that we have more than ample grounds
to pursue a future malicious prosecution suit. It is a
shame that local and state funds that could have been
allocated for true law enforcement needs may end up being
paid out in future court settlements over the efforts to
prosecute these types of cases.

--

Mon Oct 12th

_Free speech has never been entirely free_

The First Amendment doesn't allow you to falsely yell
"fire" in a crowded theater - even though, with today's
high-powered digital sound systems, nobody would hear you
anyway. You can't spread damaging lies about someone
without risking a slander suit. And while there's no law
against it, it's also best not to mention thong underwear
around the First Lady.

Laws that restrict speech aren't necessarily
unconstitutional if the Supreme Court decides they prevent
some greater harm in the least intrusive way possible. It
also helps if the laws are fashioned after some earlier
statute that withstood the court's scrutiny.

The Child Online Protection Act aspires to be just such a
law. The bill, passed last week by the U.S. House, would
prohibit commercial web sites from exhibiting sexually
explicit material unless they use credit card checks or age
verification schemes to turn away visitors under 18 years
old.

The last time Congress tried to censor the Net, the
Supreme Court rejected the Communications Decency Act as an
overly broad restriction of online speech. Supporters of
this new bill believe the court will decide its more
limited restrictions are justified by the noble goal of
keeping kids away from pornography.

I'm sure that line of reasoning sounds nice in campaign
speeches, but it's going to fall flat in a courtroom. While
the Supreme Court will restrict free speech to prevent
greater harms, this law would be entirely ineffective in
preventing a harm that hasn't even been proven particularly
harmful.

Kids won't have any trouble finding pornography online if
the Child Online Protection Act becomes law. While it would
force some commercial sites to restrict access, thousands
of sites located outside the United States will simply
ignore the law. The bill also wouldn't stop anyone from
making porn freely available on their personal web pages 
or in Usenet newsgroups.

If the bill could actually keep kids away from
pornography, the Supreme Court might decide that forcing
commercial web sites to set up credit card checks is a fair
price to pay for that accomplishment. But if the bill's
speech restrictions don't accomplish that much, what's the
point in allowing them? 

Rep. Michael Oxley, the Ohio Republican who introduced the
bill, apparently believes that viewing porn damages
children so profoundly that even a small reduction in the
number of pornographic pixels is worth whatever speech
restrictions the courts will let Congress get away with.

"Common sense," he said, "and 40 years of research in the
field of child development clearly demonstrate that
exposure to sexually explicit images is detrimental to the
healthy psychological development of children."

Whether would-be Internet censors can claim common sense
as an ally is, at the very least, debatable. But I can tell
you this much: If there is indeed 40 years of research to
support Oxley's statement, someone must have misplaced it.

When I called Oxley's office to ask about that research,
his spokeswoman said she was too busy to dig through the
"boxes" of evidence to support her boss's claim. She
referred me instead to a Pennsylvania psychologist who
testified in support of the bill, and I left a message on
that woman's answering machine.

In the meantime, I called some of the conservative groups
that have lobbied so strenuously for Net censorship.
Surely, I thought, they would have quick access to the many
studies that show exactly how young minds are soiled by
looking at dirty pictures.

The Christian Coalition, for example, faxed me a press
release last week in which the group's executive director
described online pornography as "an instrument of
destruction, damaging young minds and robbing them of their
innocence." But when I called to ask what research might
support that conclusion, a spokesman said they didn't have
any and suggested I try calling two other conservative
groups.

A spokesman for one of those groups, the American Family
Association, said his group didn't know of any such
research. A spokeswoman for the Family Research Council,
meanwhile, never returned my calls. Perhaps she was trapped
under towering stacks of research documents, unable to
reach the phone.

Mary Ann Layden, the Pennsylvania psychologist who
testified in support of Oxley's bill, offered me the same
story when she called me back. Though Layden has read
plenty of studies of adult pornography use, she couldn't
think of any credible research into the effects of
pornography on children.

"If it hurts adults," Layden offered, "it probably hurts
children even more."

That doesn't exactly sound like "40 years of research" to
me. And it won't sound any more convincing in court.

The debate over the relative danger posed by pornography
has always been a question of values, not facts.
Conservatives feel so threatened by pornography that to
constrain it, they're willing to sacrifice their own civil
liberties along with everyone else's. Congress, meanwhile,
is only too happy to play along, particularly in an
election year.

But the values that concern the Supreme Court are spelled
out in the Bill of Rights, not the Contract with America.
Those who prefer to choose their own family's values should
take comfort in the fact that the court doesn't allow
congressmen to violate those principles just to score
points at the ballot box.

The damage children actually suffer from viewing online
pornography is debatable. And even if we assume it's
serious, the misnamed Child Online Protection Act couldn't
protect a single child from its effects.

Considering these shortcomings, the bill's fate before the
Supreme Court seems clear. After all, the justices won't
have any trouble seeing the damage the bill inflicts on the
First Amendment.

--

_Free speech advocates ready to fight child protection law_

October 15, 1998
 
_The same groups that launched a legal challenge against
the Communications Decency Act (CDA) said late Thursday
they will file suit again if legislation that would
restrict Web sites from posting certain materials is passed
into law through its inclusion in the massive budget bill
now before Congress._

The American Civil Liberties Union, the Electronic
Freedom Foundation (EFF) and the Electronic Privacy
Information Center (EPIC) said the companion House and
Senate measures would violate the First Amendment by
criminalizing the online distribution by commercial sites
of materials deemed "harmful to minors." 

A legal challenge to the combined legislation could be
filed as early as next week if it passes into law along
with the budget bill, which Congress could vote on as early
as Thursday or Friday. 

The lawsuit would be filed on behalf of online news
organizations, gay and lesbian groups, artists, musicians,
booksellers, and "any Web sites that distributed the Starr
report," the groups said in a statement.

But a spokeswoman for Rep. Mike Oxley, R-Ohio, sponsor of
the House measure, the Children's Online Protection Act
(COPA), said the bill is narrowly tailored enough to pass
Constitutional muster.

"COPA is not the same bill as the CDA," said Oxley
spokeswoman Peggy Peterson. "COPA was written to withstand
any Constitutional challenge after careful review of the
Supreme Court's ruling." 

_Harmful to minors_

The "harmful to minors" standard has a set legal
definition which has been "recognized and upheld in 
federal courts for more than 30 years," Peterson said.

But free-speech watchdogs maintain that the Oxley bill, and
its Senate companion, Sen. Dan Coats' "CDA II" bill, would
be nearly as harmful as they believe the original CDA would
have been.

"It is the height of irony that the same Congress that
plastered the salacious Starr report all over the Internet
now passes a plainly unconstitutional law to suppress a
vaguely defined category of 'harmful' material," said Barry
Steinhardt, president of the EFF, in a statement.

"It's deja vu all over again," said ACLU attorney Ann
Beeson, a member of the original CDA legal team, in a
statement. "Just like the CDA, this bill will once again
criminalize socially valuable adult speech and reduce the
Internet to what is considered suitable for a six-year-old."

_'Can't plead ignorance'_

Following the "landmark Supreme Court decision"
invalidating the CDA on First Amendment grounds, "Congress
can plead politics, but it can't plead ignorance," Beeson
said. 

The legislation "requires, in effect, that any adult
wishing to receive constitutionally protected material must
register with a Web site" in order to receive it, said
David Sobel, general counsel at EPIC, in a statement. The
Supreme Court has already ruled that such procedures
violate the First Amendment, he said.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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October 20, 1998

_Christian activists protest against nudity books_

ATLANTA -- Christian activists staged protests at several 
Cobb County locations Monday and succeeded in persuading 
police to investigate their claim that two books sold by 
a national bookstore chain feature child pornography.

Starting out before dawn Monday, the group passed out
anti-abortion literature and religious tracts to children
arriving for class at Marietta High School. The protesters
then branched out to bookstores and an office complex 
where an abortion clinic operates. 

Among the demonstrators was the Rev. Phillip Benham,
national director of Operation Rescue, an organization that
waged an violent campaign against abortion clinics in 
Atlanta and other U.S. cities in the late 1980s, resulting 
in hundreds of arrests. 

At two Barnes & Noble bookstores, one on Cobb Parkway near 
Cumberland Mall and the other on Barrett Parkway near 
Town Center mall, the protesters called for a boycott of 
the chain, claiming two books on its shelves contain 
pornographic photographs of children.

When managers at the Cumberland Barnes & Noble sought police
help to move the protesters from the store's parking lot,
the protesters called in the county's Crimes Against Children 
Unit.  Officers are looking into the case and will turn their 
findings over to Cobb County Solicitor Barry Morgan, said 
police spokesman Dana Pierce.

Pierce said detectives asked bookstore managers to remove
the books in question -- "The Age of Innocence" by
photographer David Hamilton and "Radiant Identities" by
photographer Jock Sturges -- from their shelves until a 
judge can rule on the issue. Barnes & Noble Vice President 
Mary Ellen Keating said the books were not removed.

"Our position is that when you're carrying in stock over
75,000 titles in a store, of course there's going to be
something that offends someone," Keating said. "We have
received countless requests to stop selling certain books,
but we're not in the business of censoring. Our position is
that our customers decide what they're going to buy and
read." 

-----------------------------------------------------------
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UK, 21st Oct 98

POLICE corruption is so serious that no chief constable
in the country can be sure that he does not have crooked
officers, the Government's chief police adviser said
yesterday.

David O'Dowd, the chief inspector of constabulary, told
senior officers they must not delude themselves that only
forces such as the Metropolitan Police have bad officers. 
Mr O'Dowd's warning came as he outlined the health of the
police service in England and Wales for 1997-98. In his
annual report on the integrity of police officers, Mr
O'Dowd issued the strongest-worded comments on corruption
that any chief inspector has publicly made for decades. 

Mr O'Dowd, a former chief constable of Northampton, said:
"I am becoming increasingly concerned at the level of
corruption that is now apparent." One reason for the
increase in temptation was the growth of organised crime
and drug dealers who had vast profits with which to bribe
officers. He also pointed to the way police computers offer
access to more and more intelligence and sensitive material
that could be sold.

Senior officers have already commented on "noble cause
corruption" - the fabrication of evidence to secure
convictions in weak cases.

------------------------------------------------------------
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UK:

_Candid camera for criminals?_ 

A revolutionary surveillance system that can pin-point
known criminals as they walk along in a crowd is being put
to the test in a London borough.

The Mandrake face recognition system will seek out 'target
faces' in the closed circuit television (CCTV) footage in
the Newham area from Wednesday.  140 camera sites are 
monitored by the security control centre, as well as 11
mobile camera units.

Images beamed into the council's security centre in East
Ham will be compared with a database of target faces
supplied by police. 

The system can isolate the targets from the crowds of
people appearing on CCTV. When a match is made the computer
highlights the target and sounds an alarm. 

An operator then checks the image and decides if it is
necessary to contact the police. 

Chief Superintendent David Armond said that, depending 
on the success of the trial, other targets like
known and suspected paedophiles could also be scanned 
for.

Mandrake is the first identification system to be able to
work from moving pictures. It has been designed by Software
Systems International which has been concentrating on
identification systems for several years.

Less advanced systems are already in operation, including
one which compares pictures of criminals with individuals
crossing the Mexican border.

"The ability to capture a moving face is quite a new
innovation and makes a lot of difference to being able to
work with things like CCTV," Software Systems marketing
manager Pat Oldcorn said.

However she acknowledges that the computer will not always
strike a perfect match.

"We do expect that we will get a little bit of difference
in interpretation because sometimes it will pick up a face
at a three-quarters angle. We will need to use the human
element to check the authenticity of the picture," she
said. 

_Big brother concerns_ 

It is the risk of error that has the civil liberties group
Liberty most concerned.     

"The accuracy of facial mapping is very limited," campaigns
manager Liz Parratt said.  "The claim that those who have 
nothing to hide have nothing to fear is rubbish. What the 
police call an 80% success rate is what we would call a 
one in five chance of a mistake." 

Councillor Ian Corbett: "People have the right to live
without fear".  But Councillor Corbett said he was most 
concerned about the civil liberties of innocent people. 

In a chilling vision of the future, Pat Oldcorn of
Software and Systems International, the company that
designed the system, adds that ultimately the only way to
deal with criminals is to give them nowhere safe to go.
"Gradually, this sort of technology will cover the whole
country," he said. 

----------------------------------------------------------
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Oct 98

_Too much, too young_

The age of puberty for girls is dropping, and nobody
really knows why.

According to new research published by Professor Marcia 
Herman-Giddens of the University of North Carolina, girls 
as young as eight are already showing the first signs of 
puberty.

While the average age for first menstruation (around twelve
and a half for white girls, a year earlier for black girls)
has remained the same for the past 50 years, girls still at
primary school are developing breasts and growing pubic
hair.

The model for all research on puberty is a comprehensive
British report compiled in 1962 by Professor James Tanner;
since then, no significant further studies have been
carried out in this country. But Professor Herman-Giddens's
report is adding to concerns that this issue is
under-researched in the UK. There is, says Dr John Coleman,
director of the Trust for the Study of Adolescence,
anecdotal evidence to suggest that British girls too are
reaching puberty significantly earlier. "Teachers are
convinced that more girls are starting their periods while
still at primary school. Scientists have different views.
We urgently need some well-planned research." 

The Trust for the Study of Adolescence is discussing the
possibility of a joint study with the Brook Advisory
Centres and the Great Ormond Street Children's Hospital;
funding has yet to be secured. A spokesperson for the Brook
Advisory Centres also points to evidence from primary
school teachers. "There are no statistics yet, but we feel
something must be happening. We need to get information
because sex education needs to be tailored to meet earlier
needs. Services like ours might also need to be tailored,
not because these children are having sex, but because they
might need information." 

This is also one of the reasons why Dr Coleman of the TSA
would like to see a comprehensive study carried out. "There
are a number of different reasons why this information is
important," he says. "There is the practical issue of sex
education. If it is true that more girls are menstruating
in primary school, it is clearly important to provide good
quality information in primary schools - and parents need
to be aware as well."

In terms of public policy, he says, such research could
have a bearing on issues like the lowering of the age of
consent. He also points to the increasing number of cases
of precocious sexual behaviour.

"This is not just the science of physical development," he
says. "It is a study of the impact of early maturing on
young people. It is a very big issue, complicated by the
fact that we have no way of measuring emotional maturity." 

There are a number of theories about the reasons for a
decline in the age of puberty. American scientists have put
forward a variety of suggestions: better nutrition, fewer
infectious diseases, greater exposure to hormones and
chemicals which could trigger the body's own changes. 
Professor Herman-Giddens, an adjunct associate professor at
the University of North Carolina, believes that a variety
of causes are probably influencing the children.

------------------------------------------------------------
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October 21 1998     
 
UK: _New Data act will allow public to access records_
 
Saturday, October 24 is D-Day on personal data. That's 
the day the new data protection legislation kicks into 
action before reaching its full potential early next year. 

The new laws implement the European Data Protection
Directive. The new Act enshrines new, wide-ranging rights
for data subjects and heralds the imposition of new
processing requirements on data users, particularly
covering the collection, storage and use of manual records
and sensitive information. For the first time, paper-based
and microfiche records, sounds and images, and even
word-processing and e-mail, are covered. 

   [ This could give us access to the paper records of
     hearsay and rumour held in social-work depts and
     other organisations, and lead to libel actions 
     against them. ]

Wider data access rights for Joe Public is causing panic
behind the scenes. With the Act giving unprecedented access
to personal data, people no longer have to pay separately
for data held in an organisation's different systems. For
just 10 pounds you can demand the lot. One leading financial
organisation, which prefers anonymity, believes such an
exercise is impossible for less then 200 pounds. For large
organisations with multiple subsidiaries the situation
could be worse still.
 
Independent research confirms that most UK organisations 
are not ready to cope with the new Act. Six out of ten UK
companies polled by security expert Integralis admit they
are at risk of breaching their obligations under the 1998
Act.
 
Most of them are particularly worried about the legal
liability of data moved electronically (so-called
cyberliability), with three-quarters of these companies
believing staff are exposing their employers to charges of
breach of confidence or libel because of the way personal
information is being handled.

Last week consumer groups condemned the corporate gathering 
of customers' political leanings as a "step too far" and 
civil rights lobby groups called for an urgent government 
review. 

"Information about people should be treated as if it is
their property and not the property of the institution that
extracted it from them," said John Wadham, director of
Liberty.

The full extent to which large companies have been pooling
information has been revealed after the Data Protection
Register posted the information on the Internet. It shows
companies keeping information on their customers for 
marketing purposes in more than 20 categories, including 
race, mental health, disabilities, sexual life and 
political party membership.

Companies will face tougher controls on the information
they hold under the new Act. This defines several classes 
of "sensitive data" - including racial or ethnic origin, 
sex life, physical and mental health and political 
opinion - and require companies to obtain explicit consent 
for its use. But Liberty said the changes were inadequate 
and new laws were needed to ensure that personal 
information remained in the individual's ownership. 

-

The British Computer Society has just published a 
clearly written guide to the new Act.  For details, 
call 01793 417424. 
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UK, 20th Oct 98

_Children outclass parents as net surfers_

BRITISH parents are largely outclassed by their pre-teen
and teenaged offspring in accessing the internet, and 
the children themselves enjoy the risks of the 
unregulated medium, new market research shows. 

One in 13 children aged 11 to 13 and one in ten aged 14 to
16 told the market researchers NOP Family in a survey
earlier this year said that they regularly used the 
internet at home, mainly for games, homework and making 
friends.

"Children are sophisticated users of the internet and their
knowledge and experience is progressing far faster than
some of us are aware," said the director of NOP Family,
Barbie Clarke. "Once they reach 11, children's use of the
internet is unsupervised. The only restriction is time
because of the cost of telephone calls."     

--

UK: Friday _16 October_ 1998

_Child curfews are extended_
     
A SCHEME to keep children under 16 at home after dark on
three Scottish housing estates is to be extended.

The curfew, will take in the whole town from Nov 2nd. 
Unsupervised children caught by police after dark are 
picked up and either taken home or to the local police 
station.  Social workers visit the families within 
48 hours.  Since the curfew was introduced a year ago, 
280 children have been caught by police.

--

UK: _One in 10 children claim they have taken drugs by age 12 _

According to Glasgow University researchers, one in 10 
children in Scotland claim to have tried illegal 
drugs, usually cannabis, by the age of 12.

Since 1987 there has been a sixfold increase in 
alleged drug-taking by young people, with two out of 
five up to the age of 16 saying they have tried at 
least one illegal substance.

The Glasgow University Centre for Drug Misuse Research
interviewed just over 900 pupils at 22 schools, in 
a study funded by the Scottish Office.

Of children who claimed they had taken drugs, 79 per 
cent had tried cannabis, 27 per cent "magic mushrooms", 
15 per cent LSD, 10 per cent ecstasy and 6 per cent 
heroin.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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October 98

_French pupils' strike spreads_

Thousands of school pupils walked out of classes in 30
towns across France this week, complaining about overcrowded
classes, long hours, crumbling schools and a shortage of
teachers.

The leaders of the protests, which began in Nimes, have
called for a nationwide strike next week if their demands
are not met. The Education Minister, Claude Allegre, met a
representative of the main union of lycee pupils yesterday
to try to defuse the crisis.

In a sense, he brought the problem on himself. Last year he
circulated all 1.5 million lycee pupils, asking for
comments and ideas on the future of the state school
system.

He was inundated with replies, many supporting his own
arguments that the curriculum was too heavy and fact-based,
that the hours were too long and the schools ill-equipped
and badly organised to meet the demands of modern
education.

In summer he admitted nothing could be done to improve the
pupils' lot in time for the new school year, which started
last month; it would be another year before effective
reforms would be in place.

The Nimes protesters said they had to study demanding
science and language courses with up to 39 pupils in a
class; that constant repair work on their schools made
studying impossible; and that a shortage of teachers had
forced the cancellation of sports and some subject
combinations.

At some schools, especially in the Paris area, protesters
complained that their lives were being made impossible by
violence and protection rackets. 

--

October 13 

[...]

Chanting "solidarity," the students set off at midday
from squares in the east and south of Paris, and headed for
the Education Ministry, where two separate marches across 
the city centre were to meet a rally in the late afternoon.
Police did not cut off traffic, leaving the children to 
maneuver dangerously in and out of passing cars.

"Through strikes you can dream," said stickers the children
slapped on lampposts and telephone boxes along the way.  

Students have been protesting in a number of French cities
over the last 10 days, just weeks after starting the new
school year. Monday's demonstration was the first in the
capital.
 
The protests began after children returned from summer
vacation and found little change from the year before.
Classrooms remained too full, and instruction materials,
including lab equipment, was often in short supply.

Protests were held in more than a dozen cities on Monday,
with as many as 10,000 demonstrators in Paris, 8,000 in
Bordeaux and 7,000 in Toulouse.
 
--

Police intervened to disperse hundreds of students who were
running through a shopping center in Montparnasse, in
southern Paris. Dozens of others, their faces masked, 
stole empty CD boxes from music shops and took food from 
bakeries, police said.  The trouble began as demonstrators 
gathered in the Place de la Nation to march on the education 
ministry in western Paris. 

--

In Paris, where 30,000 turned out, 150 children overturned 
cars, smashed telephone booths, set a newspaper stand 
ablaze and looted stores and cafes on the Place de la 
Nation. Four people were injured and 82 arrests were made.
Police blamed the trouble on roving bands of masked 
children from troubled suburban areas, who used mobile 
phones to co-ordinate a two-hour spree.  After the trouble 
flared, police asked the students to call off their march 
before it reached the ministry. Instead, the marchers 
turned around and broke up into groups that dispersed 
throughout the city. 

--

October 13

[...]

Several children were detained in Thionville, a town in
eastern France, after dozens of students smashed shop 
windows and turned cars over.

Eighty children were detained for questioning in Paris 
and 10 in Rouen, police said.
 
--

In Bordeaux, an estimated 20,000-25,000 students packed
the streets, while in nearby Toulouse more than 12,000
turned out. 

In Lyon, some 15,000 protesting students joined with
a second demonstration by angry farmers accompanied by
2,500 sheep. 

There were about 9,000 marchers in Rouen, 3,000 in Mulhouse
and an estimated 7,000 in Montpellier. 

There were also protests in Avignon, Clermont-Ferrand,
Grenoble, Marseille and Nice in southern France, Le Havre
in the north, and Besancon, Metz, Nancy and Strasbourg in
the east. 

--

[...] up to 10,000 students walked through the streets of
Bordeaux in the south-west, while 2,500 were on the march
in the southern city of Toulouse, 1,500 in Lyons, 2,000 in
the western town of Vannes and a similar number in Grenoble.

"They are not doing this for the fun of it," Mr Daniel
Bach, a headmaster in Seine-et-Marne outside Paris, said.
"With high unemployment, they know they need the best
education they can get - good teaching, an atmosphere
that's conducive to work, modern equipment. They're not
getting any of that."

The marches, sit-ins and protests seem to have begun at a
public lycee, or high school, in the southern city of
Nimes and spread rapidly, in a self-organised 'wildcat' 
manner.

In France, where education is a responsibility of the
central government, officials were caught napping at the
onset, but now are paying attention. In 1968, discontent
among students was the catalyst for near revolution that 
brought tanks onto the streets.

--

17 October

_122 held in Paris pupil protests_
    
FRENCH police were holding 122 students and schoolchildren
in detention yesterday, including 75 minors, after
Thursday's protests and riots in the centre of Paris.

As many as 500,000 children are estimated to have taken
part in Thursday's demonstrations, which thugs in Paris 
used as a pretext to smash and burn cars and loot shops.

In the wake of the massive nationwide demonstrations by
secondary pupils, Claude Allegre, the Socialist Education
Minister, renewed promises yesterday to provide more
teachers and meet other demands. Paris, meanwhile, braced
itself for more trouble as pupils' leaders said they
planned another day of protests on Tuesday.  Some teaching 
unions are also balloting members on joining the protest.

Across France yesterday, several thousand children kept
the protests going. In the Basque city of Bayonne, about
500 paralysed train services by occupying the railway
station for much of the morning. Others took over toll
booths on the Pont de Tancarville bridge spanning the Seine
estuary in Normandy, allowing motorists to drive across for
free.

After meeting M Allegre, a delegation of the National
Lycee Union said the minister had repeated promises to 
meet pupils' demands. 

--

21st October
   
PARIS police staged a highly aggressive show of force 
on the second nationwide day of children's demonstrations 
yesterday.

In the French capital, where an early police estimate put
the number of children in the city at 25,000, armoured
police coaches carrying the notorious CRS riot police 
and paramilitary gendarmes brought 5,500 extra officers. 
From around 8am, with sirens blaring, they pushed through 
the rush-hour traffic towards the city centre.

Police vehicles swung across side streets to form
barricades and towed away those cars the owners of which
had not taken heed of police demands to keep away from the
demonstration. 

Two hours before the march began yesterday, police said
they had arrested 53 children. Plainclothes police arrested
suspected offenders along the route.  Teachers' unions, 
which had joined the protest, and university students' 
unions provided marshals to defend children from police 
provocation.

By mid-afternoon, police said protests had brought out 
a total of 275,000 children all over France.

The Interior Ministry said that more than 80 young people 
had been detained by mid-afternoon, including those 
arrested before the protest began.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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_Made in Japan _

_Electronic giants like Sony know that what plays well
among Japan's schoolgirls today will take the world
by storm tomorrow_

Junko Suzuki and her friends have a lot to answer for. If
you have ever cursed the bleep of a Tamagotchi or sat
perplexed by the latest gizmo that has "Made in Japan" so
obviously stamped all over it, you can blame the likes of
17-year-old Junko for making them real.

Unlikely as it may seem to our "toys for boys" mentality,
Tokyo schoolgirls such as Junko are Japan's arbiters
of gadgetry. Companies such as Sony bow down to them to get
the latest fad started. If they like it, so too will the
rest of the world. So before the likes of Print Club, the
Tamagotchi and even sophisticated gadgets such as the new
mini diskmans get the green light the marketing men consult
their schoolgirl style gurus. 

Given that the twin gods of the average Japanese female
girl seem to be cuteness and fun, this has led to an array 
of faddish electronics - eye-catching, sometimes bizarre, but
ultimately vacant. But as long as the girls remain
trendsetters they will determine the electronic wizardry we
see in the shops.

With white socks starched to look like boot tops and a
penchant for dying their hair a brassy blond, they make a
striking contrast to their sober parents and male siblings.
But their ability to spark product interest through
lightning-fast word-of-mouth, their money and their
insatiable appetite for the new ensures a special
relationship with the gadget makers.

"New is nothing new to the Japanese," explains Mark
Dytham, a partner of Tokyo-based Klein Dytham Architecture
and a Japanese pop culture aficionado. "They embrace new
things. New means progress, new is good. Classic items do
not exist in Japan." 

This sense of impermanence has helped to build one of the
most obsessively acquisitive societies in the world and the
fittingly disposable articles to satisfy each whim.

Concepts of play in Japan are very different to those in
the West. Urbanisation means Japan has little flat land for
children to play on. The crushing educational system leaves
little time for play and forces children to play indoors.

Ironically, for a nation we regard as fanatical
workaholics, the development of more adult toys such as
video games has come from a highly evolved sense of play
that has developed in spite of the work ethic. "Play is a
very important aspect of not only children's lives but also
adults'," says Hiroko Satoh, a Tokyo-based freelance
graphic designer and video game enthusiast. "There's always
a demand for the new toys like Tamagotchi among children
and adults. If it sells, everybody wants one because nobody
likes to feel left out in Japan."

So, for many grown-ups there is no putting away of
childish things. Play is still the ultimate form of
escapism for Japan and is reflected in the elevation of
schoolgirls as style gurus.

Indeed, this adoration of the child-like could be the
reason Japan is so adept at designing playthings. It also
explains why so many Japanese designs, for adults and
children alike, are unbearably saccharine.

This tradition of child worship gave birth to a profitable
domestic toy industry producing small trinkets for
children. Small playthings have always been a necessity to
the Japanese, because of their confined living and playing
spaces - most Westerners would be appalled by the shortage
of parks in Japanese cities.

As Dytham explains: "Your average Tokyo apartment is small
so you don't have to spend much cash at DIY stores doing it
up. And because it's small you tend to buy super-mini
stereos. Small is cute, small is expensive and has status.
Small is desirable."

"People have a high disposable income in Japan," says
Dytham. "Young singles live with parents, and not having a
mortgage, because you rent, really helps - it means lots of
spare cash for the next even flatter, thinner screen. In a
world of uniformed schoolgirls and salarymen, the gadget is
the way to differentiate yourself. It could be a customised
pocket bell or a Lovegety - a new electronic dating game,
People spend most of their time in the office, where they
have to stay late until the boss has left. Gadgets are a
way of relieving this stress, bringing a bit of enjoyment
into the office."

Mass production of Japanese robots and other toys in the
Sixties was made possible by new technology and new
materials: plastic, vinyl and other petrochemicals. These
fuelled a Japanese toy boom until the oil shock of 1973,
which hit Japan hard. Plastic toy manufacturers were forced
to search for other toy ideas and they started to look at
using microchips.

The birth of chip-based toys finally led one Japanese
designer to conceive the unlikely international hit, the
Tamagotchi. Brainchild of Aki Maita of Bandai, the
Tamagotchi or "loveable little egg" has found 100 million
doting owners, although its colonisation of every child's
pocket has now halted.

According to Bandai, the 30-year-old Tamagotchi creator
joined the company because she failed to get a teaching
post but still wanted to work with children. Impressed by
the quality of some of the company's TV character toy
spin-offs, she decided to apply to Bandai for a job where
she found a place in the marketing department.

"My job was to analyse Bandai sales data where I learnt
that toys and games connected to rearing pets or animals
were doing very well. I then realised that many of my
fellow Tokyoites were keeping small pets because our
cramped apartments make it difficult to keep a dog or a
cat."

This led her to conceive the small-toy-as-pet idea. The
Tamagotchi, it was decided, was to be aimed at the
all-important high school girls. "We found through reading
their magazines that the girls love characters that are
cute and round. So we included all of these features in
Tamagotchi," says Maita.

The Tamagotchi was an instant hit with the schoolgirl fad
queens and soon everyone in, and out of, Japan wanted one.
And while Japan becomes more adept at taking the pulse of
its young consumers, the global village school quickly
learns that yet another Japanese design is hot. What's
"cute" in Japan today becomes "cool" in the West tomorrow.
The dustbin takes care of the rest.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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USA:

[...]

Over in the USA, a blistering new book accuses Disney of 
more sins than Snow White has dwarfs, citing paedophiles
and high staff injuries at the Disney theme parks.

The authors also blast Disney for the quality of its
entertainment - citing raunchy, Satanic and violent lyrics
by musical acts on the company's Hollywood Records label. 

"Disney - The Mouse Betrayed" includes familiar criticism 
of Disney for feminist messages and gay humor in animated 
cartoons.

Not suprisingly, authors Peter and Rochelle Schweizer 
found a willing publisher in the conservative firm 
Regnery, believed to have links to right-wing Christian 
groups.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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_TELEVISION_  

[...]

Alan Bennett, in *Playing Sandwiches*, the only monologue
in his second series of _Talking Heads_ (BBC2) to be
delivered by a man, also takes pains not to wag his finger
on our behalf. It is only after Wilfred Paterson (David
Haig) has finished telling us about his life as a
park-keeper, about his liking for liquorice allsorts, about
his own childless marriage, about the friendship he has
struck up with a young mother and her small child, that we
can appreciate just how dizzyingly skilful Bennett has been
in the writing - and Haig has been in the delivery - of
this dark piece about a paedophile. 

By making him an affable, smiling and hard-working man,
with an endearing twinkle in his eye, Bennett manages to
leave his audience in a far more uncomfortable position
than if he had painted Paterson as an unalloyed ogre.

------------------------------------------------------------
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_The Child in Question_ by Diana Gittins   
      
'Well researched and timely.' -- Times Educational Supplement_

Drawing on personal, historical, sociological,
psychoanalytic, literary and artistic sources, this
compelling book explores the tensions and contradictions
implicit in notions of children and childhood. It examines
how children can at once represent innocence, beauty and
hope, while at the same time are neglected, disenfranchised
and abused. Wide-ranging and provocative, this exploration
of what 'the child' means, and has meant, to adults, will
appeal to students and professionals across many
disciplines, as well as to the interested general reader. 

_Contents: _List of Illustrations - Foreword - Preface -
Introduction - Is Childhood Socially Constructed? - Who
Owns Children? - Is there a Child Within? - What Do
Children Represent? - Are Children Innocent? - Children's
Sexuality: Why Do Adults Panic? - Conclusion 
  
November 1997 ICS
256pp 216x138mm

--

 Making It Up as We Go Along
 The Story of the Albany Free School

*Making It Up as We Go Along* is the story of the Albany
Free School, a school based on real freedom, real
community, real democratic principles, and real affection
between teachers and students. There, for over twenty-five
years Chris Mercogliano has taught a never-ending variety
of children - kids of all ages from every race and social
class, from those with developmental and behavioral
problems to the so-called "gifted." Thanks to this ongoing
experiment in education, one of the longest running of its
kind in America, Mercogliano has come to understand how
children learn and above all, how important autonomy and
authenticity are to the learning process. 

There is no preset methodology to describe because
Mercogliano and his students make it up as they go along.
What the author does do is render into words some of the
possibilities that abound when teachers and students learn
together in an atmosphere of freedom, personal
responsibility, and mutual respect. His book debunks many
of the misconceptions about teaching and learning,
including the belief that education requires a lot of
money, sophisticated technology, and extensive specialized
teacher training. 

Mercogliano wrote this book with three broad goals in mind:
to provide an in-depth history of the Free School,
including a brief analysis of its place in the broader
scheme of things; to describe the school in a way that is
meaningful to both those who have some point of reference
to the various alternatives to conventional schooling and
those who do not; and to address certain fundamental
subjects that are too often neglected in our national
thinking about children: aggression, sexuality, race/class,
and spirituality. In the process, he proves that teachers
can help all students pursue their genius and their dreams
through the union of self-direction, excitement, joy, and
emotional honesty.
 
 Contents:

 _1. _History
 _2. _Mumasatou
 _3. _Fixing a Desk, Mending a Mind
 _4. _The Therapeutic School
 _5. _Fear
 _6. _Concentration
 _7. _Metaphors Within Metaphors
 _8. _Mr. Rogers
 _9. _God
 _10. _Race and Class
 _11. _Sexuality
 _12. _Teaching
 _13. _Community 

Heinemann ISBN 0-325-00043-3 / May 1998 / 192pp est. / Paper $17.50_ 
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  Familial and societal attitudes toward nudity, and the
  effects on children's development

  http://www.wp.com/wdpeck/paper1.htm
 
  William D. Peckenpaugh
  California State University, Sacramento School of Education


_Introduction_ 

The study of children's sexuality is similar to a trip
through the desert in California: long stretches of
nothing, interrupted by brief flurries of activity and
interesting sights.  Alayne Yates (1979) cites the sparse
and confusing history of scholarly study of the general
subject of children's sexuality, and specifically the lack
of any concise reference materials for parents and
educators. In the United States, as well as most other
English-speaking countries, research of this nature has
historically been seen as unnecessary (the mildest
reaction), intrusive (a common belief among educators:
children's sexuality is seen as the purview of the parents
alone), or evil (especially among individuals and groups
subscribing to certain religious codes and dogma). The
impediments to research present a special problem for
families and groups that do not share the prevalent views
regarding sexuality in general, and nudity/modesty in
particular. Smith and Sparks (1986) give numerous examples
of families who are nudists, either "social" or "at home,"
who routinely hide that aspect of their lives for fear that
others will find out and disapprove. They fear disapproval
because they do not have any well-developed base of
scholarly research to support their beliefs that the body
is a normal and healthy entity, and that non-sexual nudity
is not harmful for children (and is actually beneficial).
[Nudists are generally classified as follows: "social
nudists" participate in nude recreation and lifestyles in
the company of others, such as at beaches, clubs, or other
gatherings; "at home nudists" might not participate in
group activities, but do not habitually wear clothes at
home when circumstances do not require them, such as when
sleeping, relaxing in the yard, or simply when in the home
alone.] 

_Current Research_ 

Fortunately for nudist families, several researchers have
taken an interest in the subject of nudity and children's
development. Unfortunately, few others have chosen to
replicate their research, possibly due to the reasons
outlined previously (Yates, 1978). Following are four
summaries of recent and relevant studies. 

_Parental attitudes_ 

Aquilino and Ely (1985) studied the attitudes of parents
toward the normal sexual development of preschool children.
Eighty-one parents with children three to five years old
were surveyed regarding the sexual activity and curiosity
of preschool children. Subjects were parents whose children
attended day-care centers in North Carolina towns. An
author-designed questionnaire was used, containing
questions relating to parental knowledge, responses to
children's sexuality, and comfort with children's
sexuality. Subjects also gave information about their age,
sex, marital status, religious affiliation, and education,
as these factors were seen as potential influences on
response outcomes. After individually completing the
questionnaires, the subjects were encouraged to participate
in group and/or individual question-and-answer sessions.
The authors did not state whether any of the subjects were
nudists, and it is doubtful that they considered this a
potential influence on responses [as it was not included]. 

_Childhood influences on adult adjustment_ 

The next study again queried adult subjects. Lewis and
Janda (1988) examined the relationship between adult sexual
adjustment and childhood exposure to nudity, sleeping in
the parental bed, and parental attitudes toward sexuality.
Two-hundred ten undergraduate university students were
recruited as subjects. All subjects completed an extensive
retrospective questionnaire measuring three basic
experiences during childhood (operationally defined as the
period from birth to eleven years): sleeping in bed with
the parents; parental attitudes toward and comfort with
sexuality; and viewing parents, siblings, and friends nude.
Information on current sexual comfort and adjustment was
also obtained using an extensive questionnaire. 

_Children's perceptions of nudity_ 

Goldman and Goldman (1981) chose children as their
subjects, as opposed to the previous two studies. Research
involving children can be problematic, but can also be
quite revealing. The Goldmans interviewed 838 subjects from
North America, England, Australia, and Sweden. Subjects'
ages ranged from five to 15 years old. Each child was
individually interviewed and asked questions designed to
elicit responses indicating the child's understanding of
wearing clothing, nudity (as viewed by society as a whole),
and modesty. The responses were coded and scored according
to the Kohlberg scale of moral thinking, in order to assess
each subject's level of cognitive reasoning for the answers
given. No references were made to the family nudity status,
although this again may have been an influential factor. 

_Nudist and non-nudist perceptions_ 
The last study may be the most useful resource for nudist
families. Story (1979) interviewed 264 three- to
five-year-old children and their parents. These subjects
were chosen and matched based on family nudity status:
"social nudist," "at-home- only nudist," or non-nudist.
Subjects were all North Americans, with approximately equal
numbers sampled from all geographic regions in the United
States. The parents were given individually administered
interviews to determine the children's ages, sexes,
weights, and birth order. The children were interviewed
separately; they were asked to tell whether they liked
certain body parts, using as references line drawings of
nude children of the same sex and race as the child being
interviewed. The children were also asked to identify the
most- and least-liked body parts, with an explanation for
each. 

_Summary_ 

The studies' summaries are presented in the order above. 

Aquilino and Ely (1985) found that most parents were
knowledgeable about the normal sexuality and curiosity of
preschool children. Subjects reported that they would have
mostly positive responses to children's sexual behaviors,
although some behaviors were tolerated less depending on
sex (self-stimulation of genitals more tolerated in females
than males), and some were not tolerated at all (children
of opposite sexes "playing doctor"). Most parents, in spite
of their high degree of knowledge, were still uncomfortable
as the sole arbiters of their children's sexual
development. Most wanted reassurance and validation from
both the researchers and the other parents that their
attitudes were within the societal norms. 

Lewis and Janda (1988) found a positive correlation between
childhood exposure to nudity and adult sexual comfort. The
authors point out, however, that some would see this as a
reason to prevent childhood exposure to nudity, as their
measures on comfort included acceptance of lifestyles that
many would consider immoral or undesirable (such as
premarital sex, or acceptance of homosexuality). The other
factors (sleeping in the parental bed and parental
comfort/acceptance of sexuality), while not germane to the
narrow scope of this review, also demonstrate a positive
correlation with childhood exposure and adult sexual
adjustment and comfort. 

Goldman and Goldman (1981) found that English-speaking
children were the most adamant that clothes were necessary,
even in hot climates; North American children were the most
insistent. English-speakers were also less likely to
advance to the highest level of moral thinking with regard
to reasons for embarrassment when nude, and reasons for
wearing or not wearing clothes. The Swedish children seemed
to score consistently higher, and seem to be much less
clothes-insistent, although they live in a colder climate
and would have more reason to expect that clothing should
be worn. The Goldmans point out that sex education in the
schools is compulsory after age eight, and the northern
European traditions of *sauna* and *FKK*
("freikorperkultur," or "free body culture") are well
established in Sweden. 

Last, Story (1979) found that while non-nudist children
most often disliked their genitals, nudist children were
the opposite, most often naming the genitals as the
most-liked body part. In addition, nudist children did not
identify any particular body parts they disliked (the only
possible exception being the skin--not because of racial
coloration or deformity, but because of sunburn or too
little tan). Family nudism was found to have a higher
correlation to body self-concept than did sex, race, or
geographical area. Nudist children consistently scored
higher than non-nudist children in all areas of body
acceptance, self- concept, and self-image. 

_Conclusion_ 

The results of the research presented would seem to speak
clearly and with force: children's exposure to nudity is
not only not harmful, it appears to be beneficial. Children
who are thus raised grow up to be adults who are
comfortable with their bodies and their sexuality. However,
this seemingly clear relationship is not at all clear to
most parents, nudist or non-nudist. Yates (1978) theorizes
that most parents are unaware of these studies for two
reasons. First, nudists are still widely (and erroneously)
perceived in our society as sexual deviants: people who
obtain sexual stimulation by engaging in nude recreation.
Those who are not nudists generally have no direct personal
experiences to disprove this fallacy, and many nudists are
afraid to reveal their status for fear of being ridiculed,
prosecuted, and persecuted. Second, the study of human
sexuality has made amazing advances in the knowledge of
adult sexuality in the last one-hundred years--this is seen
as appropriate, as adults are clearly sexual beings. The
same research with regard to children has advanced much
more slowly, as researchers are loath to study in this area
that is still seen by many as unnecessary, intrusive, or
evil. The research that has been done has been sparse, and
generally has not been replicated. This lack of replication
has led to a general lack of credence by those who rely on
the literature for their professional opinions, and these
people are the ones who directly advise parents. Thus, we
are left with the advice of Dr. Spock [warning us of dire
consequences], who performed no research of his own and
apparently bases his conclusions on children's exposure to
nudity on one anecdotal incident involving his own son, and
Dr. Joyce Brothers [warning us of "terrible guilts and
frustrations"], who performed no research of her own and
apparently bases her conclusions on normal children's
exposure to nudity on her work with emotionally disturbed
children (Smith and Sparks, 1986). 

We see from Aquilino and Ely that parents generally do not
trust their own judgment regarding questions of children's
sexuality. We see from Smith and Sparks that many widely
published "experts" are not experts at all, but rather
individuals with personal opinions who also happen to be
widely read by naive and insecure parents. Last, we see
from Yates, Story, Lewis and Janda, and the Goldmans that
there is convincing evidence that children's exposure to
nudity is actually beneficial in a social setting. It
should therefore be quite clear that the answer to the
question, "Is children's exposure to nudity harmful?"
should be, "No," and the burden of proof is upon the
so-called "experts" to perform and replicate the research
already offered in support of their opinions to the
contrary. 
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Isabel writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone!

I got very glad when I read about those children's strikes 
in France.  I wish I was there, marching with them! 

>is the beginning of a world-wide movement.

Like you, 'Christian', I hope it will indeed trigger a wider
children's rights' movement!

   [ I have set up a web-page with photos and more
     cuttings about the strike, for those who are 
     interested...

     http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/strike/childstrike.html  ]

>Mind you, parents
>should have some control over their children.  For example, children never
>want to go to school, but their parents make them go anyway, and they
>become better educated people because of it. 

I'll have to kinda disagree on this one:  If some children don't 
want to go to school, it's because it's not made interesting and 
appealing enough to them and it doesn't cover their needs.  
They're not getting a better education by attending long and 
boring sessions of say history or math.  They'll forget
everything they had to learn by heart after the last exam.  That's 
exactly what I did and how I felt at school. The way knowledge 
is being served to children is dry, distant and useless.  So if 
a child refuses to attend school, they should be allowed to.  As 
a kid I did enjoy some lessons (foreign languages and gym), but 
that's only because they were and are my two great passions 
and there's no way of making them boring to me!  I can't say I 
learned much anything else useful at school, except maybe World 
War Two in history and lab experiments in Science...

   [ But a good teacher would introduce geometry, velocity,
     nutrition, biology etc through your interest in gym.
     And literature, etc through your interest in languages. ]

>Also, if children were
>allowed to eat whatever they wanted all the time, they would just stuff
>their faces with candy and all their teeth would fall out.  So parents
>should be allowed to have some say in that as well.

Here I disagree totally.  Children should be allowed to stuff 
themselves with candy if they want to, because that's the only 
way for them to get enough of it, experience first-hand the 
negative consequences and thereby learn to avoid too much of 
it in the future.  This cannot be learned by imposition and
oppression.  I know I felt terribly oppressed at home by having 
to eat day in day out for twenty years healthy home-cooked meals 
(with no spices and dominated by meat).  I hated food and I 
spent hours trying to chew it down...

So when I went to college and at last lived on my own, I just 
had to live for years on pastries only, plus some French fries 
and fried sausages...  The result were ten caries, twenty 
pounds' extra weight and one day I nearly fainted due to lack of 
vitamin C; but this was the only way for me to reconcile myself 
with healthy food, but food my style, not my parents'. 

My teeth have been in perfect condition ever since, and I lost 
quickly those extra pounds with a few crazy starvation diets...  
Of course, there's no need for things to be so extreme.  Kids 
should be encouraged and taught how to cook their own meals, 
so that they can discover what they like, instead of living a
miserable life hating food thinking that the only existing 
dishes are the stake and potato or fish dishes their parents 
serve them...

>The only problem with this is when parents abuse
>their authority and feel they can spank (or perhaps abuse in some other
>way) their children at any time in any place for any reason, whether
>reasonable or unreasonable.  This is why children should rebel against
>their parents. 

Children should also rebel against their parents if these 
go against their kids' will when deciding for them what 
their life will be like, by not taking seriously their 
objections.  Most parents do this and they mean well, but it's
wrong; my parents took me away from my country at ten 
because they thought I would have a better life in that 
other country, and they ignored completely my strong 
objections.  My only reason to live back then was a great 
love, and that they considered a whim.  The result were 
six years of tears and misery for me.  And I'm still 
trying to relive those unhappy years by making my
surrounding and my life the way I wanted them back then...

Isabel
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Andre' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Finally, I managed to make one again. Here is my new movielist 
for the Netherlands and surroundings:

Girls in major roles can be found on Saturday in 'House of 
Cards', and on Friday in 'Leon' (aka 'the Professional'). Where 
the latter has the advantage of being a good movie as well, 
Asha's acting is according to critics the only thing that 
does something to save a terrible plot. On Sunday to Tuesday 
some famous child starlets can be found in more minor roles.

--

Saturday, 20.30, RTL5: House of cards (USA, 1993, drama) - Asha
 Menina (6c6)
When her father dies, a girl retreats into her own world and becomes
autistic. According to the critics, Asha's acting performance is the
only thing that rescues a terrible script. Girls: *****, quality: *

Saturday, 23.40, RTL4: A time to heal (USA, 1994, drama) - Mara
 Wilson (6)
While giving birth, a woman has a stroke. Luckily her son is healthy,
but what about herself? Girls: ***1/2

Sunday, 21.05, Veronica: When secrets kill (USA, 1997, crime/drama)
 - Lacey Chabert (14)
The biological mother of the Newham's adopted daughter Jenny wants to
get her daughter back. When she is later found killed, father Newman
is the obvious suspect. Girls: ***

Sunday, 0.05, ZDF: The diary of Anne Frank (USA, 1959, 
 biography/drama/war) - Millie Perkins (21)
The first time Anne Frank's diary was made into a movie.

Monday, 20.15, ZDF: Falsche Liebe (Germany, 1997, crime)
A 15 year old girl is suspected of accomplishment in a crime. She
doesn't want to tell anything, so her mother decides to search out
her friends. Girls: **

Monday, 23.45, BBC1: Parenthood (USA, 1989, comedy) - Alison Porter
 (7) and others.
The problems two brothers and two sisters have in raising their
children. Girls: ***, quality: ****

Tuesday, 20.25, Nederland 3: Bed of roses (USA, 1996, romance/comedy)
 - Yvonne Zima (6)
A career woman, who is not interested in any kind of love
relationship, has to deal with a flower-shop owner (widower) 
who is in love with her. Girls: **1/2, quality: ***1/2

Friday, 22.05, Veronica: Leon (France/USA, 1994, crime/action/romance)
 - Nathalie Portman (12)
A love relationship between a hitman and a 12 year old girl. The
girl also wants to revenge her family, who have been killed during
a drug-related raid. Girls: *****, quality: ****1/2

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'NJ' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

 Just a reminder that the PBS program "Frontline" will be documenting 
 the witchhunt conducted by Janet Reno [current U.S. Attorney General; 
 head of the U.S. Department of Justice] in Florida against people 
 who were charged with child sex offenses, many on flimsy evidence, 
 or none at all, seemingly to further her political career. The 
 falsity of the charges, the victims of it and the politics behind 
 her efforts now coming to light are presented in this program.

Tuesday, October 27th on PBS. [Public Broadcasting System - 
noncommercial television in the USA]

'NJ'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove' writes
----------------------------------------------------------------------


 Oh, little one
 Standing in aisle 2
 Between the sugar and the spices
 With your grandmother

 Long hair, hair like gold
 Cute freckles and a pointy nose.

 It's Thursday. Why aren't you in school?
 I try to catch your eye
 But you don't notice at all.

 I need to find the paper towels.
 Must leave you for a moment.
 
 Later in the checkout line
 I'm standing right behind you 
 But I've forgotten something.
 Running quickly back,
 You're gone.
 
 "Is that all, Sir?" says the clerk.
 I'm trying not to gag on her perfume
 And I'm trying not to cry.
 I'll stop for some Scotch
 On the way home.



'Aladdin Truelove'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ For overseas readers: Scotch = whiskey, checkout 
    line = payment line at a hypermarket. ]



'Mouse' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

>than children.  Mind you, parents should have some control over
>their children.  For example, children never want to go to school,
>but their parents make them go anyway, and they become better
>educated people because of it.  Also, if children were allowed to
>eat whatever they wanted all the time, they would just stuff their
>faces with candy and all their teeth would fall out.  So parents
>should be allowed to have some say in that as well.  I could go on
>and on, but you get the idea.  The only problem with this is when
>parents abuse their authority and feel they can spank (or perhaps
>abuse in some other way) their children at any time in any place
>for any reason, whether reasonable or unreasonable.  This is why
>children should rebel against their parents.  And they can't do it
>alone.  They need adults like us to help them.

But the point, as far as I can see, is that those children in France are
really oppressed. We all know that kids all over the world are oppressed to
some degree or another, and probably will be for some time to come. the
point is not to let kids do what they want and/or have them rebel when
they're not allowed to, but rather to give them the respect, love,
attention,and appreciation they deserve as human beings. There's a big
difference. Adult human beings being what they are, that's what's not going
to happen any time soon. These societies of ours are so incredibly screwed
up that I'm afraid that reason and open-mindednessmight never be parts of
our societies and that we'll never openly be able to express our love for
children, no matter how innocent and pure it may be.

I believe that even we adults are protected to some degree by the gov't
or society against doing things that are bad for us, just as kids are. I
speak specifically about things like where and when we can or can't drink
alcohol, smoke cigarettes, do drugs, have sex, and other similar things. I
know it's a far reach, but to me it fits, more or less. Perhaps drugs
shouldn't have been in that list because they're as illegal as pedophilia
itself is, and equally as condemned and despised , as far as the way drug
users are viewed by most of society, thanks to the gov't relentless and
senseless campain against drugs and drug users.

--

Now on to a happier topic. There's this commercial that's airing in this
area for XXXXXXX which is so bright and cheerful that it fills my heart
with joy and brings a bit smile to my face every time I hear it. It has a
large group of fourth-fifth-graders or approx. singing to an accompaniment
with a xylophone and what kind of sounds like a guitar. The kids are having
so much fun singing that during several points in the song they get out of
synch with each other. They don't care. It's like a really happy and
cheerful group of youngsters at an elementary school music class. It makes
me so happy every time I hear it. I wish I could share it with all of you.
I know you'd love it as much as I do. I so very much love commercials with
kids in them. I wish they all had kids in them. Well, not really, but you
get the idea. Speaking for myself, if there were more kids advertising
products, I'd be buying more things for that reason alone. Speaking about
kids and advertising you all might want to go to this url and check out
their $39 video on the subject of kids in commercials. I'm certainly 
going to buy it when I get the $39. Hopefully it'll be worth the price, 
and have plenty of examples!

http://www.showbizltd.com/orderfrm.html

   [ This seems to be a "how to get your kid into 
     commercials" video, rather than a 'compilation 
     of kids in commercials', though. ]

Here's what I consider to be the best part of that page, or actually the
page discribing the video:

----------

                       Lights, Camera, Kids!

How to get YOUR child in TV COMMERCIALS featuring Top NY & LA
Commercial Casting Directors & Agents

Children of all ages & backgrounds  are in constant demand for TV
Commercials. One-third of all commercials  on TV feature kids... and 
they earn over $30 million dollars a year.

This dynamic, new one-of-a-kind video that for the first time outlines
everything a parent or child needs to know to get started in
commercials... You'll get invaluable information from Hollywood and New
York agents, casting directors, acting coaches... and you'll share
first-hand experiences of other parents & their children's successful
careers.

--

I'm glad to know it's such big business, if for no other reason than
because we'll be seeing and hearing more commercials in the future 
with kids in them. I just wish I was making the kind of money they 
were making, eh?

Everyone take it easy.

'Mouse'
---------------------------------------------------------------





'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Okay, I'm behind replying and would like to reply to stuff on the posting
letter of the 19th, but anyway ....

One thing I have noticed though, is that with so many people writing in a
second language, new people, and the hot issues that we are discussing here,
too many people get hung up on the words instead of the context.

We claim that people should be more tolerant toward us, but at the same time
we are really close minded toward some stuff. I am the first guilty in this
way. As sensitive person we tend to exaggerate some of our feeling and when
discussing with peers, they will challenge us. What is find and should be.

Only one thing, and maybe many will not agree. Personally I view ASGL-L
""like"" a group therapy. Let me explain.

What is a group therapy (GT) outside of the "changing the people from their
bad behavior".

GT permits you to get in touch with your feeling. It permit you to get to
know yourself. This is what many find when joining this group, they get to
start to understand their feelings towards little girls. With this GT they
find that we are not necessarily like the physical and violent abuser that
the media describe.

For me; I welcome someone to challenge my thought or my actions. Get to know
why I did some stuff. If it doesn't make sense, ask for the fact to be
explain in different way. If you see "it" in a different way, explain yours,
so that I may understand the world better, change my views or at least know
other views, But don't start criticizing and bible thumping (sorry Christian
.. the type of action, nothing to do with religion).

We all have to do it (me first) we need to do positive criticizing. But this
I mean let not just stop at... "your wrong", let more say .. "don't you
think saying or doing it this way would be better" or "why did you do it
this way", "did you think it was the best way to do it".

As a general rules, I believe no one here has bad intention, this group has
never supported or encourage violent action toward action, and I don't think
we would do such thing in the future. Personally I believe that if someone
would be fundamental violent toward children he would not stay around.

To accused someone of bad intention, or to became bad, is short sighted.

Anyway...

Long winded post just to say : "Let's be more tolerant""

--

'O' wrote:
> So I followed them around the store ( I know this is stalking isn't it)
> and got every bit as close as I could to see down her tank top. I felt
> dirty and horrid but I wanted her!

Humm!!!!

In my book... yes it is stalking.

Wrong... depends of your intentions. Did you have bad thouht (outside of
wanting her)? Did you had intention to impose your need over hers?

It reminds me an incident that create the need for me to change group
therapy.

Their was this pretty early-teen that "I knew everything about her" and I
was in lust watching her. I did not wanted to do her harm, but I could not
shake her off. I did feel bad about it and felt like I was violating her
privacy. Summer came and I did not see her.

Just before fall, I knew school was starting and that I would see her in the
metro. I did not which to harm her, but was afraid to follow her and violate
her privacy. The doctor wanted to increase the medication, and was arguing
that I didn't want to do something, that I was scare of seeing her.

They never made the difference between my hormones and my thought. I felt
the thought wrong and I wanted to deal with it, and medication does not
"solve" the problem your having with your thought. My parole agent did find
a group that did just that.

All this to tell you ... if to you it felt like this, good chance it is. If
you feel it was wrong, then good chance if you continue you wont be happy
with yourself.

Get to know yourself and what feels right and what will your entourage
permits you to do. Me here in Canada, I know I will never be able to be
sensual or sexual with a LG, but the feeling and thoughts (I have) are not
"essentially bad". I learn to live with my feelings and the restrictions.

It may not be the right way or the best way, but to me I reach a middle
ground.

Hope the best for you. S&G

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
> One of my mom's friends is a "sex offender". The scariest part of it all
> is that he says he is innocent. Even if he was guilty I can't understand
> how he could get 20 years for touching an 11-year-old girl's ass. 20
> years!

WoW!!!!  20 years!

That sound a little drastic for punishment ... just for touching.

What country is that? At least here for the full thing it's only 10 years.

Okay this is a sarcastic comment. No way would I think to do it here because
the punishment is less severe. Never less we should think of a black list
for country to stay far away from. The sad thing about doing this is all the
countries that are civilized would have to be on it and we would loose the
web.

> His lawyer suggested a plea bargain which resulted in 4 months in jail,
> which is still too long for touching anyone's ass IMO. Now he is out of
> jail and is forced into 5 years of counseling.

He was lucky with only four months. Has to the 5 year counseling they will
pass fast, after all he is out of jail, and a hole of 4 month on a CV is
easier to explain then a two year hole.

For us here to have counseling imposed the sentence must be less then two
years. So I got two year minus one day and 3 years counseling (finished a
long time ago).

> It is not in anyway logical to send someone to prison for
> touching someone's ass, I don't care if he is guilty or not.

Well, depends how he touch. Are you sure your getting all the facts? Does he
know that your a pedophile? If "no" then, he may not want you to be angry at
him.

> This man says he is not even attracted to
> little girls and he STILL got in trouble.

Don't forget that many people when first confronted denied their interest.
This I have seen many time and as per personal experience I knew I "like"
them, but to know that I "LIKE" them was somewhat of a shock to me.

I did pass a period of denial of the fact that I "really like" them over
anything else. After all in the forces I had quite a hunting record. Sorry
for the ladies in the group, but, in the forces only two thing define a man
... drinking and woman.

So not to be left out or attracted attention on my hobbies, so on Wensday
and Saturday I went hunting and 2/3rd of the time I was successful.

You should have seen the face of some of my military buddies when I was
arrested for "sexual aggression on a child". Don't forget, here all action
against a child is an "aggression", other country will have "indecent act",
"incitation to", and various other flavor of accusations.

> My mom hoped that this could be a "reality check" for me but I'm not
> sure what she expects of me.

Flick were you not there last year when we discussed about jail? What was
the name of the girl, that her boyfriend went to jail and she wrote to us
for a while? Wonder what happen to them?

Your mother, may think that strong jail sentence is the solution, but all
depend of you. In my case it is not, since I have survived it.

To me what was my motivator not to act when I got out was the fact that my
lover was in a psychiatric hospital. I thought it was my fault for a long
time, and for a little girl to suffer because of me it was too much. I later
found that it was the separation and the discovery and the guilt games that
hurt her the most.

So never will I get into a situation where the child could be left with the
feeling that she has done something wrong.

> Of course I am very troubled by this case.

Flick my friend, I am sure you are. My question is ... Why?

Would your mother be right, is this incident, trouble you enough to
reconsider your life style?

You did tell us in your letter how much stupid and wrong the law is, but you
never did say why your so much angry.

Remember one thing, things don't get you mad, your getting mad because you
want to get mad because of stuff. So does it worth it to get mad and upset?

You take care my friend. S&G

--

Got more I want to reply but, the letter of the 21st just pop in my mail and
I am still replying to the 14th. I will mail this one and hurry on the other
replies.

--

I am watching the Simpson, where Lisa is coming home with her British future
husband. Although she is old enough she still look like an early-teen with
small breast. Who was it that say that for a cartoon character she is a
pretty girl.

--

'PK1' was replying to me:
> >dress or act like a "cock teaser" then be ready to receive the
> >attention that comes with it.
>
> Sorry, but I've heard way to many over-macho men use this excuse when
> they commit rape :-(

I think you took my comments the wrong way. I am not saying that it would
excuse the action people would do, but I am saying that if you do play with
fire, don't be surprise if you get burn. And  if the case don't complain
about it.

Here is the exact example that I am supporting what I am saying and at the
same time, that agree with your extreme reaction comments.

When I was in the armed forces we had a girl, that was cruising and teasing
the guys letting them think they would get lucky, and she would say no at
the last minute when the guy was all stiff.

She did earn the reputation of a 'cock teaser' and 'a slut'. Guys were mean
toward her and she would loose many possible date because of the talk going
on. I did not feel sorry for her and the way she was treated.

What I did not agree on and we told the guys off for, is when 3 
army guys got together and decided that "no" would not be the 
last action. Although she never pressed charge, later the guys 
did not get off easy.

> >The other reason; seeing her like this, I did not feel like to be
> >friend with her or to try to seduced her. The only feeling I had,
> >was... 'you want me in your pants, okay let's screw and that's it'.
>
> Why do you assume she was even interested in you? Do you think that just
> maybe she was interested in someone else and was trying to attract that
> person?

Again, your giving me words that I did not say. I was reply to the comment
that maybe she was dressing like this to be pretty and charming. Never did I
say there was something between the little girl and me. I don't even think
the little girl even realized what the conversation between the woman and me
was all about.

It was 'Rational' that say it better then me ....

> 1 - I agree with Soft_&_Gentle on the point that I like a
> girl who dresses sexually attractive, but that she looks
> too sexual to look at her with anything else in mind. If
<snip>
> But unless I have a relation with her that could make her
> think that, I prefer to see cute lgs in their cute lg
> dresses and they're just as beautiful and sexually
> attractive to me without losing their precious girlhood.

If you put my word in the context that Rational say it so well, then you may
see what I am trying to express. Do not remove the girlhood from the little
girl.

Girlhood... that is a word I like and must remember.

His other comments about you don't see grown woman dress like LG, so why the
opposite. Wait I am not talking about make believe games where little girl
wear their moms dress and purse with big lipstick lips. This is girl games
and is part of their girlhood.

I am not removing any value to the one that likes LG to dress like if they
do the sidewalk for living. Too me that is too much.

Hope this clarify my comments.

Take care. S&G

--

'Giggle Maker' was commenting:
> I must disagree.  I could never be attracted to a girl enough to want to
> screw her but not enough to want to have a relationship with her.  But I
> guess you're a bit different that way, and I respect that.

No problem, do my friend. We are all different and a sexual relation is not
the right thing for everyone.

Although the term "screw" was part of the text you quoted from, I too don't
agree with "this word" and that why I was so angry, because that was exactly
the feeling this little girl dressup was leaving me with. I do not agree
that LG are to be used and discarded. Although woman that do sidewalk for
living have the right to choose it, that is the feeling they leave me with
... you use them and discard them.

Like I have expressed before, I don't see anything wrong with a sensual and
sexual relation, as long as it is build on a love relation and the LG is
wishing and agreeing to it. And I did have some real serious relationship.

I did have many relation with children that never got close to sensual or
sexual relation and I enjoy them immensely. As such I do understand that
many girl lover will never pass that stage. As I respect their choice, I do
hope that people respect mine.

Have a nice day. S&G.

--

'Misty Vain' wrote:
> No, paedophilia isn't illegal.

True pedophilia thought or feelings are not illegal, but carrying out
pedophile activities are. In Canada, USA, GB and Germany at least.

   [ As are even "planning" molesting, re laws on conspiracy etc. ]

If you live in a country that LG and adult relation is legal, please let us
know. How know, might check this out.

--

'Beamish' wrote:
> BTW... I coined the terminology tri-sexuality
> and quadra-sexuality to refer to people who are
> attracted to both adult sexes *and* one or both
> child sexes.

I like the idea.

Although like someone else mention somewhere, bi-sexual are strongly
associated to man-woman and man-man (or woman-woman) and that person would
not like to be called bi-sexual because she like adult woman and little
girl.

Gee!!! ... where do I fit ... even if I had quad experience I consider
myself try-sexual. Which three is my secret. <grin>

--

'Sanctuary' was commenting to me:
> >"You know, I can go under your jacket
> >and you will feel it better".
>
> That was very bold but how else are we going to find out if they
> are interested? Someone has to make the suggestion. It could
> have gone either way. I don't think I would have the courage to
> say that but I don't know.

The worst thing is if the boys would have say "yes", I have no clue what I
would have done. First thing the boy was above the age that I like, and
their would have no "relation". Could have developed one but would have I
been able to make him feel good about it.

As to the courage to say or not say .... I have a big mouth , and I say what
I think and feel, so courage is not there.

Humm!!! maybe some day, kids will surprise me.

--

'Andrej' was asking:
> for the benefit of us all. But there is one thing I see that we all miss
> or forget to express here. We all say how there is a big difference
> between a child abuser and the pedophile and you are all right. But when
> was the last time that we took some actual example from the media of
> some maniac who rapes children, discussed about it and made a clear
> distinction between what he does and how he thinks and feels and what we
> do and how we think and feel.

For the simple thing that, what is there to discussed. All the stuff in the
media has been exaggerated and distorted, not all the fact are know and it
is one minded.

If and When someone see something objective then maybe it will worth talking
about it.

We don't want people to bash on us because of the violent abuser. tell me
why do we need to bash on them? Isn't saying that we do not encourage and
support violence enough to differentiate us.

If we bash on the violent abuser, and we doing what we complain about the
gay community bashing the pedophile community?

My personal feeling is that your comment brings double standard. But the I
hope that I miss-understood what you were expressing.

Just my thought. S&G.

--

Well forgive this long post.

I wish you all a nice day.

'Soft_&_Gentle'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Soft_&_Gentle' comments on the news cuttings:
--------------------------------------------------------------

> _Critics: Child-Protection Bill Is Invasive_
>
> According to this provision, whenever an ISP "obtains
> knowledge of facts or circumstances" in which a child
> pornography law are apparently violated, it must report
> the information to a law-enforcement agency. ISPs that
> fail to report an incident face fines up to $50,000
> for the first infraction and $100,000 for subsequent
> infractions.

In reference to this also ...

> _Free speech has never been entirely free_
>
> Kids won't have any trouble finding pornography online if
> the Child Online Protection Act becomes law. While it would
> force some commercial sites to restrict access, thousands
> of sites located outside the United States will simply
> ignore the law. The bill also wouldn't stop anyone from
> making porn freely available on their personal web pages
> or in Usenet newsgroups.

My comments or reflection will address the two section above.

But firsts ....

> If the bill could actually keep kids away from
> pornography, the Supreme Court might decide that forcing
> commercial web sites to set up credit card checks is a fair
> price to pay for that accomplishment.

This is "horse shit", what about many people that have no credit cards. Plus
if I did have a credit card, I would have a big worry as to give my credit
card left and right. To many information can be found from credit card
numbers or social security numbers.

Finish with the side line comments, now to my query ....

Would it really work? If the big guy think that he can control everything,
he is going to have to close his door and the internet to the rest of the
world.

Internic (which are located somewhere in the States) is fully aware that
illegal / pornographic material is circulating on the internet. Will they be
willing to remove usenet group such as a.b.p.e.e-t or a.b.p.e.p-t, or even
to cut web access to Japanese sites.

If internic continue to let these workgroup circulate via the BIG router and
DNS server that are on the US soil, will they be pursued under the new law.
Or is the new law only for the small ISP that cannot defend themselves in
front of the expensive justice system?

This is makes me think of the second world war, were we request the small to
apply the big guy rules, by treating him to severe against him.

Just a single thought, 'Soft_&_Gentle'
-------------------------------------------------------------


'Cipolin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Re: Parental control

'Christian' wrote:
>Parents should have some control over their children.  For example,
>children never
>want to go to school, but their parents make them go anyway, and they
>become better educated people because of it.  Also, if children were
>allowed to eat whatever they wanted all the time, they would just stuff
>their faces with candy and all their teeth would fall out.  So parents
>should be allowed to have some say in that as well.  I could go on and on,
>but you get the idea.  The only problem with this is when parents abuse ...

I disagree with you on this one Christian.  Have you considered that
"children never want to go to school" because they are forced to?  You're
putting the horse before the cart, or, to use another over-used metaphor,
can't decide whether the chicken or egg comes first.

There's a popular term for what I'm talking about - it's called "reverse
psychology" - you know it, yes?  Give a child the opportunity to stuff his
or her face with lollies and the novelty wears off pretty quickly.  But
saying to a child that they cannot eat lollies because their teeth will
fall out is like a red rag to a bull.  The forbidden is desirable.

You already know where I'm going with this don't you?  When Nancy Reagan
patronised every American teen by suggesting they "just say no" to drugs
she was indicating to them exactly what was desirable.  The same is true,
obviously, of matters to do with sex - which conservative parents also
forbid, to greater or lesser degrees.  (Forbid, in the sense of keeping
ignorant - I'm not suggesting that liberal parents tell their kids to go
forth and fornicate).

Which is why, Christian, I think you ought to be more careful when you
glibly declare that parents need to maintain control over their offspring.
I see what you're saying, but I think you need to recognise a difference
between educating a child to make his or her own decisions (whether or not
to eat broccoli rather than a lolly) rather than directing / commanding him
or her to do the same because "father knows best".

Which brings me to another observation I've made about your postings in the
past couple of weeks.  Without fail in each and every posting (and often
several times in each posting) you mention your own parents and the obvious
influence they have over you.  You've also indicated how much this
oppresses you, given their knowledge of but lack of understanding for your
sexual orientation.  While I'm not about to play amateur psychologist (who
you direct a fair deal of hate towards) I think it's necessary for you to
get some distance between yourself and them.  You should start with moving
out of home and establishing an independent identity.  I'm sorry if this
sounds a little trite, especially as I don't know your financial situation.
 But, quite frankly, I think it's imperative for your emotional well-being
and sanity.

I still disagree quite strongly with your religion, and (no doubt) with
your politics.  But I'm suggesting this as a bit of friendly advice one
girl-lover to another.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

I have been caught writing a message to ASGL-L.  My e-mail 
privileges have been revoked for the next 4 months.  
Please unsubscribe me.

'Christian'
-------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Not really to do with girls, but does anyone out there 
     have a copy of the cool new 3D modelling software 
     called Organica :) ?  Alternatively, for those who are
     unhappy about sending card details to make a donation, 
     I'd be happy to swop a copy of Organica ($120 street 
     price, the demo is only 1.4Mb so I'm sure the full
     version could be zipped up and sent by e-mail) for a 
     two year donation ;) http://www.sharbor.com/products/IMPI0330001.html ]



'The Courier' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Christian' writes:
>I have been caught writing a message to ASGL-L.  My e-mail
>privileges have been revoked for the next 4 months. Please
>unsubscribe me.

I don't know how many of you remember me (it's been several times
since I last wrote), but this ending to the last ASGL really got my
goat.  If 'Christian' somehow sees this: no e-mail?  Use yahoo's free
e-mail service.  It's free and private.

But this isn't my point.  It just sickens me that your parents can be
this un-understanding and that as individuals they have fallen that
far under societies spell.  

   [ Might not have been his parents ?  Could have been some
     institution ? ]

To revoke a support structure in someone's life can be absolutely 
devastating and even cause suicide.  True - I'm not a physiologist 
(I've only taken one class, and that was at the high school 
level), but it seems to me that it could cause even more 
uncertainty and emotional turmoil in someone's life.

If you read this 'Christian' *PLEASE* find another way to keep reading
and writing.  I think it was 'soft&gentle' that said you need to get
away - I agree,  but realize that this probably isn't possible.  If
you can't get away make sure you tell them how you feel, even if it
hurts them, they need to know.

--

While I'm out of my lurk mode for tonight I thought I'd respond to the
'GL's in college' thread.  It's my first year in college, and since I
lived four blocks away from an elementary school, it's quite a change
(a lot less LGs).  But, on the other hand, I saw a little girl playing
on a bannister yesterday, and she was giving giving 'panty peeks' 
to all those around.

--

A quick tidbit for Ianthe: DirSnoop now supports FAT 32 partitions -
this is good news for all of you who use Win95 OSR2 or Win98, as the
program will now work for you.

   [ Excellent news !  Get it from  http://www.briggsoft.com  ]

--

Just as a quick question: how many of you know about Mr. Double's
site?  Ianthe seems to post links to picture sites allot, but never
story sites (is there a reason?).  

   [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 'healthy' for 
     those who have no contact with real girls. ]

Anyway, I find Mr. Double's archive has been extremely helpful 
with imagination part of being a GL.

See you all later when I break out of my lurking.

'The Courier' 
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove' writes
-------------------------------------------------------------------

[News item, ASGL, Oct 21(1):]
>There are a number of theories about the reasons for a
>decline in the age of puberty. American scientists have put
>forward a variety of suggestions: better nutrition, fewer
>infectious diseases, greater exposure to hormones and
>chemicals which could trigger the body's own changes.
>Professor Herman-Giddens, an adjunct associate professor at
>the University of North Carolina, believes that a variety
>of causes are probably influencing the children.

I think that it is linked to social factors. According to biology, children  
need to explore and learn about sex, with each other and even with adults.  
When they are deprived of the chance to explore, their bodies begin puberty  
early. It is like this: If you put a plant in a dark box with one spot of  
light at the top, it will grow long and fast to reach the light as quickly  
as possible. The mind and the body are inextricably linked.

'Aladdin Truelove'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Y'all might remember my two favorite girls -- Suzanne (age 5) and
Terri (4) -- who moved away at the end of July.  I finally got to
visit them in their new home.  I was afraid they might not remember
me -- boy was I wrong.  I got so much love from these two adorable
sweeties!!  I'm more deeply in love than I've ever been in my life.
I can't help it.  When a little girl loves me I can't help loving
her back.

Terri told me she dreams about me -- she dreams that she's marrying
me.  Isn't that the sweetest thing?  We got to spend every waking
moment together for two whole days.  As Pee-Wee would say "I'm the
luckiest boy in the whole world."

   [ Did we ever find out what happened to the Pee-Wee actor
     after the molesting charges ? ]

The day after I came back I found myself unexpectedly crying at
work, just 'cause I missed them so much.  This is really surprising
to me -- I'm usually a very much 'in control' sort of guy.  I sure
hope they don't feel so bad missing me.

It's a long drive, but I think I'm gonna have to arrange to drive
down to visit them every other weekend or so.  

--

Filling out the Fresh Petals survey reminds me how much I loved 
that "bobby" photo on the cover of the "Police" issue.  Can
you (Ianthe) give us any info about that photo?

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------------

   [ Taken in the early 1980s (in a London park) and 
     published in the UK in a "Best Photography of 
     the Year" annual book. It looks like it might have 
     been seen first in a UK newspaper during the summer
     "silly season" when there's not much news about, but
     that's just a guess. ]



   [ Here's one to get the goat :) of all the evangelicals here... ]

PK 1 writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I just had to send this, I thought it was just soooo cute.  It's 
clipped from the October 24th, 1998 newspaper.

--

MENTOR, Ohio - The gates of hell were plastic for the resurrection of
Black Sabbath.

More then 4,000 faithful gathered at a mall Thursday to see Ozzy 
Osbourne, Tony Iommi, Terry Butler and Bill Ward sign copies of 
their double CD, "Reunion," on a plastic set that looked like 
the netherworld.

Osbourne rose from a throne and kissed an 8-year-old girl after 
she gave him a karoake tape of herself singing "Perry Mason" 
and "Mr. Tinkertrain."

--

I just wish I could get a copy of her version of "Mr. Tinkertrain", 
I loove that song.

'PK1'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Isabel' wrote:
>If some children don't want to go to school, it's because it's 
>not made interesting and appealing enough to them and it 
>doesn't cover their needs.

This is one of the reason many teach their children at home. 
They can encourage children's talents and adapt to them. 
Perhaps if there were more tutors there could also be more
intimacy between adults and children.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Isabel wrote:
> I got very glad when I read about those children's strikes
> in France.  I wish I was there, marching with them!

Hi, Isabel. Question for you: from what I've seen in the press
(well, mostly the NY Times - hardly "the press!") is that the
demand is primarily one of asking for smaller classes and
less factory-like conditions.  Is there more?  It appears to
be essentially a "movement" of the children of the bourgeoisie,
correct?  (We know where that got us in the 60s a powerful 
backlash of moralism, and a diversion of the left into
setting up the social-workerer state.)  Anyway, I was curious.

>>Mind you, parents
>>should have some control over their children.  For example, children never
>>want to go to school, but their parents make them go anyway, and they
>>become better educated people because of it.

I know you didn't write this - I'm not sure who did, but this
statement is incorrect.  Children don't become better educated
people because their parents make the go to school.  Plenty 
of people go to school and receive little or no education.
Force is neither sufficient nor necessary.  What determines
whether someone becomes better educated is their capacity
(genetics) and their peer group (which, if they are lucky,
value education).

>    [ But a good teacher would introduce geometry, velocity,
>      nutrition, biology etc through your interest in gym.
>      And literature, etc through your interest in languages. ]

Yep, good teachers help, too, but the definition of a good
teacher is one that can mobilize the students as a group
and inspire them to strive.  Simply introducing more subject
matters, or adopting a more subtle approach, is not sufficient.

> >Also, if children were
> >allowed to eat whatever they wanted all the time, they would just stuff
> >their faces with candy and all their teeth would fall out.  So parents
> >should be allowed to have some say in that as well.
> 
> Here I disagree totally.  Children should be allowed to stuff
> themselves with candy if they want to, because that's the only
> way for them to get enough of it, experience first-hand the
> negative consequences and thereby learn to avoid too much of
> it in the future.  

This is kind of silly, you know.  What age of "children" are you
talking about?  Most children will eat as much candy as they
like, even if they battle their parents over it.  They just
eat it away from home.  Trying to get your kids to eat better
is a nice thing to do - it may be better for their current 
nutrition (and then again, it may not), or it may be more 
aesthetically pleasing to the adults. (But you won't be able 
to teach aesthetics to your kids, so forget it.)  I ate too much
candy for years and then stopped, not because my parents told
me too, but because I reached an age where my friends and I 
weren't spending our time eating candy.

> oppression.  I know I felt terribly oppressed at home by having
> to eat day in day out for twenty years healthy home-cooked meals
> (with no spices and dominated by meat).  I hated food and I
> spent hours trying to chew it down...

Healthy with no spices and meat?  ha ha ha ha ha ha ha ha ha.
Sorry.

> Kids should be encouraged and taught how to cook their own meals,

Yep - in school and with other kids, especially. Or take a group 
of your kids' friends and get them involved in food-making and
then you'll see some results.  (A larger group of friends is 
better than a smaller.)  Start a cooking club! :-)

> wrong; my parents took me away from my country at ten
> because they thought I would have a better life in that
> other country, and they ignored completely my strong
> objections.  My only reason to live back then was a great
> love, and that they considered a whim.  The result were
> six years of tears and misery for me.  And I'm still
> trying to relive those unhappy years by making my
> surrounding and my life the way I wanted them back then...

Question of the curiousity type: did your parents leave because 
of the junta? Or for other reasons?  Is the reason they left 
because of your "great love" (sounds mysterious!)?

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
>There's a popular term for what I'm talking about - it's called "reverse
>psychology" - you know it, yes?  Give a child the opportunity to stuff his
>or her face with lollies and the novelty wears off pretty quickly.  But
>saying to a child that they cannot eat lollies because their teeth will
>fall out is like a red rag to a bull.  The forbidden is desirable.

Actually, Cipolin, there is no evidence that "reverse psychology" has
any lasting effect on children at all.  In fact, parenting as a whole
has no effect who children turn out to be.

>You already know where I'm going with this don't you?  When Nancy Reagan
>patronised every American teen by suggesting they "just say no" to drugs
>she was indicating to them exactly what was desirable.  

Nancy Reagan would only have had that effect on some people.  As when we 
had  anti-drug education in my highschool.  All the "heads" thought it 
was hilarious because they were trying to tell us things we knew were 
patently untrue.  That made us all the more "cool" because we knew
more than the teachers did (which of course we already knew!).  
But on other people Nancy Reagan's words would have no effect - 
like the majority of kids who already don't use drugs and weren't 
thinking of starting.  But what some anti-drug programs have tried to do 
was create a group awareness.  Fortunately they don't do it in a very 
effective way - and they nearly always end up looking silly in the end.  
But statistically there is no evidence that drug education actually 
causes or is correlated with an increase in drug use.

>Which is why, Christian, I think you ought to be more careful when you
>glibly declare that parents need to maintain control over their offspring.
>I see what you're saying, but I think you need to recognise a difference
>between educating a child to make his or her own decisions (whether or not
>to eat broccoli rather than a lolly) rather than directing / commanding him
>or her to do the same because "father knows best".

Actually, the most one can do is try to influence the child's choice of 
peer group - and good luck with that, since kids act differently when
they are with their peers than when they are with their or their friends'
parents and sometimes kids who are prevented from being with their
friends will still go behind their parents' backs.  Neither a harsh 
parenting style nor a liberal parenting styles has any effect at all - 
EXCEPT on the parent-child relationship.  Harsh parenting styles can 
ruin that relationship for life.  Parenting, however, is basically 
irrelevant to how children turn out - i.e., who they become as adults.

'n.s. aristoff'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Ianthe you wrote:
>   [ I think there is different definition of pornographic
>     on a continent where adult hardcore is legal.  Is
>     child _nudist_ material defined as "pornographic" ? ]

Since approx. one year this material is illegal in Germany, 
too. :-(

>   [ The author of the movie list is working on a printed book
>     version which will be available from Alessandra's
>     Smile soon. ]

Will you post when it is available and tell us where to get it?

   [ Yes it will be a list of legal mainstream girl-interest
     movies.  Can the author comment here on when it's
     likely to see publication ? ]

--

'Paddington' wrote:
>BTW, I've just startet to translate the Martinson book into
>German, if you are interested that will force me...

Ianthe responded:
>   [ Maybe 'Simon' could put in on his site ? ]

What is the "Martinson book"?? I am interested in that.

   [ He wrote a good book, giving an overview of the research,
     called 'The Sexual Life of Children'.  I e-mail people
     and English copy if they are interested. ]

'Simon'
---------------------------------------------------------------
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Isabel writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Isabel answering some questions:

>Hi, Isabel. Question for you: from what I've seen in the press
>(well, mostly the NY Times - hardly "the press!") is that the
>demand is primarily one of asking for smaller classes and
>less factory-like conditions.  Is there more?  It appears to
>be essentially a "movement" of the children of the bourgeoisie,
>correct?  (We know where that got us in the 60s a powerful 
>backlash of moralism, and a diversion of the left into
>setting up the social-workerer state.)  Anyway, I was curious.

No, to my knowledge there is no more to the kids' demands than asking for
better conditions in their schools, but I only said that this COULD be the
start of a world kids' movement.  Nowadays' children are oppressed in so many
areas of their lives that they don't knwo where to start and they're not even
aware of the full spectrum of their oppression, so their demands cannot be
very wide, nor well articulated.  And most children have been made to believe
that this is the way it must be, so they wouldn't dream to rebel...  And as to
the sixties' revolution movement, it WAS good until the early eighties and as
late as the late eighties in some countries, and it's still going on in say
the Basque Country and Catalonia.  USA was the first country to become more
conservative I guess, and then followed the rest one after the other...

   [ Apparently the children who started the strike were/are also
     protesting about the presence of neo-fascist National Front
     members on school boards. ]

>This is kind of silly, you know.  What age of "children" are you
>talking about? 

I'm not sure if your question refers to what I said (that children should be
allowed to eat as much candy as they want, because that's the only way for
them to fully accept its consequences) or to what Christian said (that they
shouldn't be allowed to eat freely.  But I was thinking of 'children' any age,
including 25 year-olds.

>Most children will eat as much candy as they
>like, even if they battle their parents over it.  They just
>eat it away from home. 

Well, I couldn't, because I had no money to buy it and no friends to 
get it from.

>Healthy with no spices and meat?  ha ha ha ha ha ha ha ha ha.
>Sorry.

Again, I don't know what you're referring to...  Do you  mean that 
food which is dominated by meat and doesn't include spices is not 
healthy?  Well, it's healthier than junk-food!

>> wrong; my parents took me away from my country at ten
>> because they thought I would have a better life in that
>> other country, and they ignored completely my strong
>> objections.  My only reason to live back then was a great
>> love, and that they considered a whim.  The result were
>> six years of tears and misery for me.  And I'm still
>> trying to relive those unhappy years by making my
>> surrounding and my life the way I wanted them back then...
>
>Question of the curiousity type: did your parents leave because 
>of the junta? Or for other reasons?  Is the reason they left 
>because of your "great love" (sounds mysterious!)?

Well, in order for you to understand better, I have to explain things to you
from the beginning:  My parents both lived in that other country (France),
where I was born.  My mother was Greek and my father French.  I lived there
until I was two and a half.  That's when they got into a car accident and due
to a concussion my mother got, she couldn't keep me any longer and she brought
me to Greece, where I lived with my grand-mother (her mother).  They never
explained things to me at that time, but the first thing that I remember from
my early childhood was that suddenly my mother 'deserted' me by leaving Greece
in a train...  Since then I only saw my parents in summertime.  With my
grand-mother, I learned Greek and developed a Greek identity when, again all of
a sudden and without having been informed, I found myself in a French school
at age six.  I couldn't understand why I had to speak French again, but they
told me that's the way it had to be.  At age nine, they asked me if I'd rather
stay in Greece or go to France to live with them.  I said that it was all the
same to me.  I was unhappy here, because my grand-mother often got mad at me
and shouted at me, and each time I locked myself in my room and cried for
hours.  But suddenly and unexpectedly, I found a way out of my unhappiness: I
fell in love; first with a Greek school-mate (a girl), then with a Greek actor
who was on TV, then with Greek music and finally with the Greek language, all
in the same year and at the same time.  Next summer, my parents came back and
announced to me that they had bought an apartment in Paris, decorated it
themselves and that I would go to live there with them.  I refused, I
explained why, but they didn't take me seriously.  They said that my
grand-mother was getting too old to keep me in Greece, the French high-school
was far away (I asked to go to a Greek school, but they said that my Greek
wasn't sufficient -I  couldn't spell it right- and that the subjects at a
Greek school were totally different).  And my father couldn't possibly leave
his good job, nor my mother her painting and the possibilities Paris offered
her in order to come back to Greece in times of a dictatorship...  So, that's
it, now you know.  There's really nothing they could do, except maybe put me
in a boarding-school here in Greece, but they wanted to live with me. And
there wasn't anything that I could do but hate both them and France (sorry to
the French people who are reading this), stay true to my loves and be unhappy
until I finished school and could come back to Greece.  Those loves were the
only thing that had made me happy until then, and I couldn't turn my back on
them.  Often the one to be blamed are bad circumstances.  Of course, it would
have helped if my parents had informed me better of their intentions and had
explained things to me, even at age two or six, and not let me get traumatized
wondering why those things happened to me.  Plus they could have let ME decide
if I wanted to go to a Greek school when I was six.  I guess they were
planning to take me to France, and a Greek education would have been worthless
there... They did let me come to Greece to do senior high at a Greek school,
but I failed: the subjects were too difficult... 

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
>>There's a popular term for what I'm talking about - it's called "reverse
>>psychology" - you know it, yes?  Give a child the opportunity to stuff his
>>or her face with lollies and the novelty wears off pretty quickly.  But
>>saying to a child that they cannot eat lollies because their teeth will
>>fall out is like a red rag to a bull.  The forbidden is desirable.

I agree totally.

>Actually, Cipolin, there is no evidence that "reverse psychology" has
>any lasting effect on children at all.  In fact, parenting as a whole
>has no effect who children turn out to be.

I disagree.  Coffee and chocolate were forbidden to me as a child, and I've
become a 'coffee- and chocoholic'.  I can never get enough of them.  A
coincidence? I don't think so.  What I think is that the same parenting can
have totally diverging effects on different children.  For instance, someone
else in my place, would have forgotten about their 'Greek loves' and would
have easily adjusted to and accepted their new life.  But I was a rebel.  I
don't believe so much in genes though, but that a child's personality is
shaped at age two-three, according to its experiences, but again, different
children react in different ways, because there are always different options
to be chosen.  I can see two diverging options that children can choose from: 
the easy way, i.e. accepting things and the hard way, rejecting them. 
Choosing the hard way requires strength, and some people train themselves to
acquire more and more strength, some don't. Of course, the 'easy way' also
requires strength, a diferent kind of strength.  Others decide that cheating
is best, i.e. making believe they accept things, when they really don't.

Isabel
----------------------------------------------------------------


'Olivier' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everybody,

My name is Olivier, and I'm new here. I'm a 18 years old girl-lover 
from Quebec (you know, the small French enclave, north-east of America). 
I discovered ASGL-L only four days ago, but thanks to the diligence and 
incredible work of Ianthe, I'm already able to share my feelings with 
you.

I began being attracted by little girls when I was 12. At the time, the 
word paedophile did not come to my mind, for I didn't know it. (Also 
because it was not written in 72-point headlines as frequently as it is 
today.) It goes without saying that I didn't share these feelings with 
my classmates, for nobody seemed to appreciate the slim and gracious 
bodies of female children like I did. I don't know why I am attracted by 
little girls ; none of the reasons psychatrists (but do they really 
understand ?) give to explain this applies to me.

When I was a bit older, I tried to curb this attraction, pretending it 
was only my first sexual feelings, that they weren't so important, that 
I was perfectly "normal". Useless. At 15, I accepted being a paedophile. 
At that point, I thought of LGs in terms of beauty and erotism, not in 
terms of love. I thought I could be attracted by children while still 
being able to be in love with someone of my age. 

Then I realized that I did not want to be in love. When I thought of the 
future, I was seing myself as a celibate, and I was very happy that way. 
The fact that I did not want to have loving relations was quite queer, 
however, and I wondered why it was so. I began thinking about love and 
realized Freud was at least partially right when he said that love is 
sexual: nobody falls in love with someone whose sex or age doesn't 
match his (her) sexual preferences, even if he (she) isn't sexually 
interested (consciously) by the object of his (her) love. So could I 
fall in love with pre-teen girls ?

I had quite a shock. The answer, of course, is yes. And it is also my 
deepest desire. Not to touch, stroke or kiss a little girl, but to love 
her madly. I realized this only four weeks ago. The last month has been 
quite sad and morose, with questions like "would a child really fall in 
love with me ?", "if yes, how could I possibly have loving relations 
with her in such a society ?", "would I cease to love her when she will 
enter adult age ?", "if such a relation between me and a girl was to be 
discovered, won't everybody tell her I was a abuser, and she was a 
victim ?".

I am feeling quite better now, even though I am still a little bit down. 

I met A****, a ten years old girl, the sister of a friend of one of my 
friends. By an uncanny luck, we had the opportunity to discuss, alone. 
Was it one minute or half an hour ? She pleases me so much, and I think 
she likes me too. I can't really hope to have the opportunity to talk 
with her again, nor to confess my love. What can I do ? It seems so easy 
to Nabokov-ian heroes: you fall in love with the nymphet, you marry the 
old widow in desperate need of love, she dies in the twinkling of an 
eye, and you're the legitimate father of the world's most beautiful 12 
years old ! (This is ironic, of course. I appreciate Nabokov's work.)

I must go now, or I might as well write more and more, without having 
anything to say. Please forgive my poor English; my mother tongue is 
French. 

Glad to meet you all,

'Olivier'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Florian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

To my friends and fellow girl lovers,

Isn't it great to be able to talk to others about our lives and the 
experiences we've had with girls in recent days.  I love to come home 
and find a new ASGL posting on my email.  It fills me with joy and 
happiness to be able to share our lives.  It's a great comfort to know 
other people who share the same interests and love for young girls.  
Thanks to those people who converse with me.  And thanks Ianthe for 
setting up such a fantastic forum for us to communicate so openly.

'Pegassus' - I felt so happy to hear about your wonderful day out at the 
water theme park.  That type of outing is a perfect opportunity to build 
a relationship with a girl you love, especially if you have not known 
them for long.  I have taken girls in the past out to similar places, 
and had a great time.  It's kind of a date, when you think about it.  
Instead of taking your sweetheart out to a romantic dinner, she'd much 
rather you take her to a theme park, or the beach.  It's a pity you had 
other friends and family members along for the trip.  If you don't mind 
me asking, what is your marriage like with your wife?  Being single, I 
can't imagine being a girl lover, as well as having a wife.  I'd be 
worried that I would not love her enough.  I'm a one girl type of guy, I 
guess.  I often go to a place called Water Paradise with friends from 
college.  We all go there to have fun, and check out the wildlife 
(heh-heh).  Only thing is, I'm looking at a completely different age 
group.  They often try to set me up with someone they know, which is 
kind of them, but ... well, you know.  I'm not repulsed by all older 
girls, it's just that a girl my age would have to be very feminine for 
me to be attracted to her.  I am good friends with one girl at college 
who fits that mould.  She is the cutest girl my age that I have ever 
met.  Her face is as young as a ten year old, but she has the body of a 
twenty year old (pity).  We are close, but not going steady or anything.  
My  friends know that I love kids, because I am so good with them.  I'm 
like a magnet, and kids are like iron filings.  That's a fairly 
unromantic analogy but an accurate one.  I'm sorry to hear about your 
unfortunate incident with the girl you knew three years ago.  It's just 
amazing isn't it, that something quite innocent that happened so long 
ago, can be brought up again.  Some people can never let things rest.  I 
once was very close friends with a girl for which I felt very strongly.  
Her name was Sherri.  She was very fond of me too.  So much so, that she 
often told me how much she enjoyed being with me, and how much she loved 
me.  Well, the feeling was mutual, and I thought nothing could go wrong.  
She was 11 at the time.  We used to hug and hold hands, and at the end 
of each day we would kiss, just as a sign of affection.  I used to take 
her to movies, shopping and to the beach.  We shared a lot with each 
other.  Well, one day it all came to a crashing halt.  She had 
completely changed.  And I didn't know what the hell was going on.  I 
tried to talk to her, but she avoided me.  We were always so open with 
each other before, but now she was impossible to talk to.  It wasn't for 
weeks afterwards that I found out what happened.  A friend of hers, who 
I knew a little, came up to me and told me that an adult who had noticed 
our close friendship had spoken to her, and also to her parents.  The 
girl who told me, however, was sympathetic to my situation.  She said 
that Sherri was warned not to go near me, and that somehow Sherri had 
been convinced that I was a pervert, and not to be trusted.  But she 
also said that she knew that I wasn't like that, and that Sherri's 
friends didn't believe it either.  But the damage was done.  Because of 
one nosy, jealous asshole, a beautiful relationship was destroyed.  A 
relationship built on innocence and trust, was poisoned by hatred and 
jealousy.  So 'Pegassus', be strong, and don't let them drag you down.

--

'Christian' - Hi!  I've read a couple of postings since I last wrote.  And 
I've discovered more about you and your Christian attitudes towards girl 
love, and life in general.  I know Ianthe doesn't like too much (to use 
his words) 'God stuff' in this support group.  But as Christian girl 
lovers, we are fighting an uphill battle against society and the church.  
So I'm glad to find another person, with whom I can share similar 
problems and experiences.  Anyway, I look forward to getting to know you 
more in the future.  I reiterate your kind words, when I say that I 
think I will get on well with you.  I look forward to further 
conversations with you.

'Aladdin Truelove' - I know exactly what you mean about the 
attractiveness of young girls in England.  I recently went for a holiday 
there for six weeks, and the experience was fantastic.  I have never 
seen more beautiful girls in my whole life.  I live in a warm country in 
the southern hemisphere, where the temperature can reach 40C.  I am of 
white descent, and burn very easily.  The sun can take its toll on the 
sensitive skin of a young girl.  In England though, I met some beautiful 
little girls whose skin was so soft, smooth and white, that I felt I had 
died and gone to heaven.  I met one girl in Manchester, who was on 
holiday from her home town of Hastings on the southern coast of England.  
She was nine years old, had very long, dark brown (almost black) hair 
cascading down her shoulders and back.  Her eyes were a very bright 
blue.  But what struck me most about her was her pure white skin, and 
her luscious delicate lips.  Whenever we talked, I would melt watching 
every movement of her gorgeous face.  

I also agree with you that airports are great places for meeting 
girls.  Nearly every time I take a plane trip (which is fairly 
regularly) I have the opportunity to meet young girls.  Whether Im 
waiting in the departure lounge, walking around, having a drink, or on 
the plane, there are little girls everywhere.

'Giggle Maker' - I loved reading about your beautiful moments with 
Suzanne and Terri.  They sound like wonderful girls.  I too love playing 
games with girls.  Most adults grow out of playing games, but I never 
have, and never will.  Im in my twenties, but I dont think Ive ever 
really grown up, because it would mean Id have to separate myself from 
the world of children, and join the boring world of adults.  Forget it.  
A good physical game with a girl/s can bring you closer, and help build 
a strong and trusting relationship.  There is so much bodily contact in 
playing with each other, and children learn best when they are playing 
and using touch to communicate.  A hug or a kiss from a beautiful girl 
says so much more than words can ever describe.

'Daerthe' - Nice to meet you.  It is great to see more and more people 
joining ASGL.  Every time I see a new name on the list, I feel part of a 
larger group of people.  There are so many of us out there, but we are 
suppressed by an unsympathetic majority.  The internet is the best thing 
to happen for girl lovers.  We can communicate freely and easily, and 
hopefully persuade others outside of our sexual persuasion that we are a 
part of society, and not sick, perverted social outcasts.  Although Im 
not that much older than you Daerthe, I can remember wondering if I was 
normal as a teenager loving little girls.  I know now that I am an 
intelligent and valuable member of society, and I dont have anything 
wrong with me at all.  So welcome to the group, and I look forward to 
reading about your experiences as a girl lover, especially the two 
little girls you wrote about.

Whoa!  That was along post.  But once I get started, its hard to stop.  
I feel so at home with all of you.  When Im not with young girls, I 
like to be here, amongst friends who accept my love for little girls.  
May God bless you all.

Your friend,

'Florian'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone!

To 'O':

Hi! You know I sometimes follow girls around in the supermarket too. 
I don't think of it as stalking but I can see how someone else might
think that. To me 'stalking' would be following the girl home and then
making a note of where she lives so you can go back there and watch
the house. See, there is a big difference.

--

The other day I was at the store and I saw 6-year-old 'Maya' with her
dad. I hoped that she would see me and that I could say hello to her.
She went with her dad to the check-out line and then I heard her dad
ask her to get an orange. So she walked over to the oranges and I took
that as an opportunity to say hello. I said hi and then she said Hi
almost right away without even looking to see who it was. Then I asked
her a few questions and found out that she might have to leave the
country because her parents are having difficulty getting permission
to stay here or something like that. I helped her look for oranges
then her dad approached me and started asking me a question and then
realized that I was not an employee of the store and stopped himself.
Maya went with him back to the check-out line and I heard her say,
"That guy I was talking to doesn't work here. That's ... (My name goes
here). He is 'Anna's friend. He is my friend. He is my friend." It was
nice to hear her say that. After all this time, she still remembered
my name and called me her friend. I went home and masturbated while I
fantasized about the love we could make.

Yesterday, I went to the clothing-optional beach. There were lots of
pretty little girls there! There were only a few nude girls and lots
of pretty pre-teens in swim suits.

I saw 6-year-old 'Valery' and 'Maya' swimming in the water. Valery saw
me and yelled for me to stay away from her--which didn't surprise me.
She told Maya that I have a crush on them both. (I don't have a crush
on Valery anymore actually.) I approached Maya and said hi. She was
topless. I asked her what she was going to be for Halloween and she
said she didn't know. Looking into her blue eyes, I suggested that a
butterfly costume would be cool if she could find some big butterfly
wings to wear. "And antennas," she added. I thought back to when I
first met Maya last year on Halloween and we talked about that. (I had
the good luck of being able to see her wet pink twat under the red
velvet dress she was wearing.)

I got out of the water and took my place on the beach just a few feet
away from where two pretty naked girls were digging in the sand. One
was about 5, the other was about 8. The older girl would sometimes
arch her back and lift her butt up while digging on her hands and
knees. I am pretty sure that I can safely say that she had the sexiest
vagina I have ever seen in my life. I didn't want to take my eyes off
her or her sister. They were lovely.

Three pretty pre-teens whom I've known for quite a while were swimming
in the water and watching me. Big Malia is 11 or 12, Little Malia is
about 9 -- but not so little really, and 'Amanda' is 10 or 11. They are
all very very gorgeous. Amanda came out and asked in childish manner
of speaking, "What are you doing?" It was pretty obvious that I was
building a sand castle. Then Big Malia came out of the water and asked
me what I was doing. I think I repeated myself and told her I was
making a sand castle. They just stood there looking at me so I
complemented them on their cute swim suits. They went back into the
water.

A little while later all three girls were sitting in front of me on
the beach playing. I remember Amanda started throwing sand at me so I
threw sand back at her at first and then when she persisted I told her
to "be nice". Little Malia said, "She doesn't have to." and I said,
"Yes she does." Then Big Malia frowned and said, "What are you going
to do about it?"

As the girls were sitting there I looked over at the little girl on
her hands and knees and watched her lift her butt up again. I licked
my lips at the incredible site of her perfectly formed slit. When I
looked back 'Big Malia' was staring at me. That's about when Amanda
started telling me, "You're weeeeeeeeird," scrunching up her nose and
smiling as she spoke. Big Malia joined in telling me that I am weird.
I just stared at them and they stared at me back. I couldn't think of
anything to say and they just sat there telling me that I am weird and
waiting for a reaction. I reacted by laying back and looking up at the
sky.

A little while later I was talking to one of my friends who is 18.
Amanda was hanging all over him. She was kissing him all over his face
and sucking his arm and laying in his lap. I could tell he was
enjoying it. She danced for us to be funny. I told him that I have
never seen her behave this way before.

Before I left the beach, I saw Little Malia wearing a silver stretch
tube top and a matching skirt. She was dancing to the techno music
that was coming from the rave at the end of the beach. She appeared so
much older than just nine. She looked really cute.

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Well, I'm a bit late, but don't worry, nothing bad has happened to me.
Nothing new, at least.

This will be long, but it seems that Ianthe did not receive my last
email to the list.  Anyway, here is the old post (with some parts
removed or changed) as well as the new comments.

--

My landlady had a celebration, and in the hallway I met Michaela. She
told me she was bored. She'd rather go and play outside, but couldn't,
not with her grandmother having a a party and all the guests and such.
We got in some talk, and Alyson came by (I think she had just had her
diaper changed, she still soils it almost daily). She asked if I would
play with them. Michaela said that I wouldn't like to do that, but I
corrected her. Then I played some domino with Michaela. Afterwards she
decided to go back to the party, because her grandmother would like
that. I think her grandmother would not mind at all being alone with
the adults for a while, but I did not want to interfere with this
thoughtfulness of hers, so I went back to my room.

I'd like to see more of those two, but Michaela doesn't come by very
often, and Alyson is too shy to really contact me when her sister is
not there, so things go much slower than I would hope. Michaela told
me (more than once in fact) that she does not like reading, and because
of that had to do group 5 (third grade) (or whichever it is she is in
now) over again this year. Her grandmother has once told me that her
mother was too blame, not being able to stand anything from her kids
(she even goes to a psychologist for that). I guess they're both right,
these things rarely have just one reason.

--

'Christian' wrote:
> My parents have told me that if a man has sex with a preteen girl, he
> could damage her body to the extent that she will bleed to death out of
> her vagina.  Can anyone verify this?  I love little girls, but I certainly
> wouldn't want to cause this sort of harm to them. 

Well, if you try to push in a too thick penis in a too small vagina or
anus, and do so hard enough, you may be able to tear something. Still,
you'd have to push very hard which I'm certain you wouldn't, and I have 
no doubt that the pain the girl experiences will be too hard to stand 
for either of you well before it actually tears. And bleeding to death? 
If she has haemophilia and you just leave her without taking care there 
might be a chance, but apart from that a person would need some extremely
bad wounds to bleed to death.

All in all:

1. Most pedophile contacts, even if sexual, do not include penetration
2. You'd have to penetrate in an extremely rough manner, which is
   about the last thing we'd do
3. You'd have her in pain well before, which would undoubtedly make you
   stop
4. Even if you would break both common-sense laws in parts 2 and 3 the
   chance of damage is still small.
5. Even when damage occurs, the chance that it will prove mortal is
   negligible.

As long as you do not intend to start raping kindergarten age children,
this is not the kind of thing to worry about.

> I asked my mom if she would still love Dad if she found out that he was a
> pedophile.  Her response was "I'd cry about it a lot and tell him that he
> had to give it up or else be single again."  Even after 26 years of
> marriage.  Can you believe it?

Not only that, it shows a large deal of misunderstanding. 'Give it
up'? How can one give up the way one feels? 

> I'm afraid that a pupils' strike will not work as long as adults
> are more powerful (and, by nature, they are) than children.

Well, this one seems to have the intended effect (smaller classes
with more modern material), although that might also be because the
teachers joined in with the demands. And we're talking high school,
not primary school - that makes a large difference too.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> It also confirms my belief, from the experiences 
> of those who have written, and from my own, that in most
> instances of true child-adult love, it is the child who 
> initiates, rarely the adult.

I disagree. No single party can be said to 'initiate' a friendship or
love. That is, it is a slow process, which both parties have to
contribute to. Of course someone has to start, but those first steps
are things that happen millions of times every day, and have nothing
to do with initiating a friendship on themselves.

If you are talking about sex rather than friendship, I have to say no
even more eminently. From the Sandfort report (interviewing 25 boys
who had a sexual friendship with a pedophile), it appears that in
almost all cases the older partner was the one who initiated the
sexual part of the relationship. Only when the younger partner already
knew about the older partner's sexual encounters with other boys
(either because he had friends who were or had been YFs (young friends)
of the pedophile before, or because he had been with another boy-lover
before himself) would they initiate the first sexual contacts. In some
other cases the man thought the boy had initiated, but apparently had
just misunderstood the boy, who had not realized his behaviour was
sexual. It has to be noted that for sexual encounters after the first
one both partners would start them, and there is also no disagreement
any more between the boy and the man about who did.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> Actually, psychology is more of a science.  Psychologists try to
> understand why people do what they do, think what they think.
> It is, however, the single most non-scientific science currently
> in existence (except, perhaps, for Christian Science, which is
> really nothing more than psychology wearing a different tie ...),

Never heared of (*belch*) 'scientific creationism'?

> given that most of it's axioms, hypotheses, and practices are
> based on subjective and non-quantifiable judgements of human
> beings about other human beings.  I guess it's just my
> engineering background that makes me highly suspicious of such
> methods.  You'll note, also, that people who graduate in
> psychology hold degrees labeled "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Arts"
> rather than "Bachelor/Master/Doctor of Science".

I feel slightly insulted by that remark, being an M.A. myself. In
the most objective and quantifiable science of all, moreover -
mathematics.

> Psychiatry is, IMNERHO, quackery.  Psychiatrists exists to 
> manipulate how you think, to turn you into a victim, to convince
> you that all your problems are the fault of some childhood trauma.
> If I had a time machine, the first thing I'd do is to go back
> and bash in the head of that damned Sigmund Freud.  His pseudo-
> science has been the cause for more human suffering than even
> the worst of wars or famines.

I would not like to blame Freud for that. To me, he did a wonderful
job in setting up a theory about the human mind - even if it is at
some places majorly flawed. The problem lies with the people who came
behind him. They read Freud the way many conservative Christians read
the Bible, or like early renaissance scientists read their Greek
predecessors: As the supreme and undoubtable truth. Instead of trying
alternative theories and comparing whether they are better or worse
than Freud's, Freud is often followed blindly, even at those places
where he has been SHOWN to have been wrong.

About the part "...to convince you that all your problems are the 
fault of some childhood trauma.": I lately saw a television documentary,
and they told that research had shown that there was very little if
any correlation between having had a bad childhood and having a
depression. In fact, only two factors had a major importance: genetic
differences and recent events. They commented something along the
lines of: "The idea that the source is in our youth is often a very
comforting one. It releases us of our duty to do things to stop our
situation. Which might hinder our productivity and such."

Of course, from another point of view the knowledge that childhood is
NOT all-deciding is comforting too. Comforting especially when one
thinks of children like Brittany who have gone through some traumatic
experience - knowing that it need not haunt them the rest of their
lives, that they can grow up to be as lucky and mentally stable, or
even more, than so-called normal people.

> Well, it's not me who has Rachel ... it's Rachel who has *me*, and no,
> she has not yet expressed an interest in posting to the list.  She's
> made some comments to me about what she's read here, though, and I
> may ask her if it's OK if I share them.

I for one would *love* to hear from her on this list. It would be
good to have the girls' voice here too, even if it is a special
case like your Rachel. And from what you told, she seems to be
highly intelligent (in all meanings) as well. But of course, it's
her own choice.

> Woe unto the parents who let their children learn something that's
> not sanctioned by the school!  (My mother got a great deal of
> first-hand experience in this field, thanks to my prolific use of
> the town's library.)

Could you extend on that? I was the same kind of guy, but I can't
remember any of the kind of problems you seem to imply.

--

'Misty Vain' wrote:
> One thing that I have noticed that although there are all kind
> of clubs and activist groups, there doesn't seem to be one for
> ones like us... And especially when there are so many odd-bods
> around, one might think one could melt in...

'Christian' reacted:
> The difference, Misty Vain, is that pedophilia is illegal and if we
> started some such club the police would immediately arrest the whole bunch
> of us and the newspaper headlines would read "pedophile ring busted" and
> everyone would think "Boy, these creeps ought to be castrated." 

> In fact, I'm surprised ASGL-L has been around for so long.

'Getting' ASGL-L would not be as easy as it might seem. It's 
international, not regional, so one would have to coordinate action 
from police forces from many different countries and states. That's
not done very easily, and will only be done in high-profile actions.
Certainly not for something like ASGL. What we do here is legal,
however much some people (including law enforcement) may despise
it, so they cannot get a high return in the form of long-term
convictions. The only reason they might try a bust is because
they may think ASGL is a 'cover-up' for a child porn or child sex
ring, but the openness of the forum, and Ianthe's policy of not
giving out e-mail addresses (although I find it too strict, in this
case it's very useful) even on request should be enough to convince
them that that's not the case.

Having said that, the latest news about Britain (police requesting
service providers to provide logs with the e-mails of suspected
pedophiles even without court order) still gives me an uneasy
feeling.

--

(This part is fiction. Let's hope it remains that way...)

Ianthe's newsclippings, October 2006.

 Breastfeed ban delayed

 After protests by doctors, who argued for the nutricial value of
 breastfeeding, the government has decided to delay the law forbidding
 the breastfeeding of babies (carrying a 3 year prison sentence) has
 been delayed for one year. This period will be used to find technical
 ways of 'milking' the mother, so she can breastfeed her child
 without necessitating physical contact.

 The child protection group SEAT (Sexual Exploitation and Abuse of
 Toddlers) protested the government's decision. "Protecting babies
 from abuse is not given enough importance in this country. If people
 had given more attention to this problem, solutions like the one that
 is proposed now would already exist for years." Against allegations
 that they were exaggerating the abusiveness of breastfeeding they
 responded fiercely: "The child is often being held very close during
 breastfeeding. Furthermore, the child's mouth is in physical contact
 with an erogenous part of his or her mother's, stimulating the mother
 sexually. If that's not sexual abuse, then I don't know what is.
 And even if it weren't so bad, the child learns to connect being
 abused with pleasant feelings of being fed. Start there, and children
 easily get the idea that being abused is nice. I've seen four and 
 five year olds who thought that it was nice to be hugged. Need I say
 more?" Despite this last, the group did not agree with other groups
 that advised hugging babies when giving corporal punishment. "One
 should not abuse to stop abuse. And what may seem like a reasonable
 corporal punishment is often a disguised form of sexual abuse - even
 where parents don't go so far that it's physical abuse."

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
> This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good five minutes
> when I blew a kiss at him.  I could see I had him at a disadvantage and he
> felt trapped, lucky for him his brother pull him out of his taught to get
> out. I had to continue.

Well, indeed, this made me mad. I can imagine that you made that
first comment, but this boy clearly started feeling uneasy from your
remarks. And instead of backing down and either apologizing or
keeping quiet and hoping you find a better timing next time, you just
go on and seem to enjoy his embarassment. That's not how I expect
someone from this list to act.

--

'Florian' wrote:
> Many people generalise and say that Christians are bible bashing
> conservatives who condemn all paedophiles to hell.  Well, you and
> I are living proof that Christians can not only be sympathetic to
> girl lovers, but can actually be girl lovers, 

I know there are different Christians as well. My parents are devote
Christians, but at the same time liberal in their thoughts - and
wonderful people to boot. Christianity should be a message of love.
We're here to make this world a piece of heaven, not to throw other
people into hell.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>One of my mom's friends is a "sex offender". The scariest part of it all 
>is that he says he is innocent.  Even if he was guilty I can't understand 
>how he could get 20 years for touching an 11-year-old girl's ass.

Aargh! Touching an ass is forbidden? Then I guess I'm guilty too.
Let's see, I have given both Alyson and Marleen a push to help them
climbing something, Leslie (that's the boy I played with when I got
arrested) asked me to push him, and then stood in such a way that his
ass was the most logical place, after which Joyce (his sister) asked
me to do the same, I play-spanked Linda (are all parents who spanked
their children, even if only for play now getting 5 years too?), and
Linda, Michaela, Joyce and several other boys and girls sat on me...

--

'Christian' wrote:
>I hope one day it will be legal to touch anyone's ass one wants to
>(provided they gave permission first, of course).

'Flickorna' reacted:
> If I had ever felt like I was bothering a girl, whether she
> verbalized it or not, I would have stopped touching her that way.
> So I don't think that permission is always necessary. I do think
> that there is a potential to get carried away though and one
> should be careful. (I know from experience.)

Yes, I think a light touch can very well be given without prior
permission, provided one watches the signs when the girl does not
like it, and does not push her by repeatedly trying something either.
Some things would get awfully boring otherwise. Of course that
depends on the kind of touch, if it really gets sexual one SHOULD
get prior permission. But if I'm playing with a girl, and the
situation occurs that it seems natural to take her in my arms and
lift her up, I'm not going to ask:

"May I touch your back?"

"With both hands?"

"Embrace you?"

"Standing close?"

"Lift you up?"

By that time she'll probably be looking for someone else to play
with...

--

'PK1' wrote:
> I know, the 70's were a far different time (better? I don't know, but 
> they were different)

Better for a girl-lover, or anyone who likes to be close with
children. They weren't as allergic for any kind of maybe-it-could-be-
sexual-if-you-think-perverted-enough touch. Of course, that had minus
sides too, girls who told about incest and other kinds of sexual
abuse were often not believed, but at least one could be alone with
a child, and touch him or her, without immediately being suspected of
destroying his or her life.

--

'Andrej' wrote:
> But when was the last time that we took some actual example from
> the media of some maniac who rapes children, discussed about it and
> made a clear distinction between what he does and how he thinks and
> feels and what we do and how we think and feel.

How could I? I have no idea how such a person thinks and feels, so
how could I tell the difference with what we think and feel.
Furthermore, the way the media report about this kind of case often
makes it hard even to distinguish whether it's a rapist, a boy- or
girl-lover who made a mistake, or a loving relationship. Face it, a
paper could make an article about Rachel and Tr'Pakh, and one about
Brittany and her raper, and you'd not be able to see which one was
the rapist and which one was the lover.

--

'Desire' writes (again):

It seems that Ianthe missed my last two mails, I hope he'll be able to
find them again. Little news - only thing I can remember is that I
spoke to Michaela today. She is afraid of 'child lurers' - little does
she know that (depending on the exact definition) she might have been
speaking to one... From a more positive side she is starting to read
for fun again.

--

'Christian' wrote:
> Mind you, parents
> should have some control over their children.  For example, children never
> want to go to school, but their parents make them go anyway, and they
> become better educated people because of it. 

'Isabel' reacted:
> I'll have to kinda disagree on this one:  If some children don't 
> want to go to school, it's because it's not made interesting and 
> appealing enough to them and it doesn't cover their needs.  
> They're not getting a better education by attending long and 
> boring sessions of say history or math.

Well, I DO agree with Christian. Present education is certainly not
ideal, but if we leave it to the children themselves, they will not
do better than that. If we allowed children to decide for themselves,
some would be better of, studying in a way that was closer to their
own interests. For most it would mean just losing a useful or even
necessary piece of general education, and instead doing some learning
on subjects that are too specific to be really useful. Again, much
could be improved to teaching methods, but this is not the way to do
it. Children will not suddenly turn to 'good' teachers once they're
not forced to go to school anymore - for one thing, those are already
occupied. So I think that for those who now get good instruction
little will change, but for those that don't it will probably mean
they get nothing much at all.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
> Although like someone else mention somewhere, bi-sexual are strongly
> associated to man-woman and man-man (or woman-woman) and that person would
> not like to be called bi-sexual because she like adult woman and little
> girl.

On this list the word most used for the latter is 'age bisexual'.

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
> There's a popular term for what I'm talking about - it's called "reverse
> psychology" - you know it, yes?  Give a child the opportunity to stuff his
> or her face with lollies and the novelty wears off pretty quickly.  But
> saying to a child that they cannot eat lollies because their teeth will
> fall out is like a red rag to a bull.  The forbidden is desirable.

If that really worked I wouldn't be this much overweight by now. The
novelty will wear off, yes. But habit will step in to take its place.

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
>   [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 'healthy' for 
>     those who have no contact with real girls. ]

Well, one has to realize that they're little or nothing like real
girls, yes. But once you realize that, I think that having sexual
fantasies IS very healthy. And at least for me it's stories like
these that feed them. I have to go somewhere with my sexuality, don't
I? For obvious reasons I can't have sex with an LG, and am not enough
interested in sex with adults to go through the trouble necessary to
get it, so I'm left with the ordinary handiwork. And fantasies, often
helped with porn stories, does very much to spice that up.

--

[ Re: News item, ASGL, Oct 21(1): ]
> There are a number of theories about the reasons for a
> decline in the age of puberty. American scientists have put
> forward a variety of suggestions: better nutrition, fewer
> infectious diseases, greater exposure to hormones and
> chemicals which could trigger the body's own changes.
> Professor Herman-Giddens, an adjunct associate professor at
> the University of North Carolina, believes that a variety
> of causes are probably influencing the children.

'Aladdin Truelove' hypothesized:
> I think that it is linked to social factors. According to biology, children  
> need to explore and learn about sex, with each other and even with adults.  
> When they are deprived of the chance to explore, their bodies begin puberty  
> early. It is like this: If you put a plant in a dark box with one spot of  
> light at the top, it will grow long and fast to reach the light as quickly  
> as possible. The mind and the body are inextricably linked.

Good theory, but I don't think it stands up to scrutiny. The lowering
of the age seems to have been going on for many decades, if not over
a century. If this would be the reason, you'd find the ages going UP
during the sixties and seventies when sexuality, including children's
sexuality became more accepted, only to go down again in the last
15-20 years. Don't forget that we're speaking here about a comparison
not with the late seventies, but also with the fifties and before.
Those were the days that the theory that children should be prevented
at all costs to masturbate still had much support, although not as
much as it once had.

--

'Ianthe' wondered:
>   [ I think there is different definition of pornographic
>     on a continent where adult hardcore is legal.  Is 
>     child _nudist_ material defined as "pornographic" ? ]

I know here in the Netherlands it is officially not forbidden. The
law speaks of material with children 'committing sexual acts'. However,
sometimes judges stretch this definition - nudist pictures have been
forbidden because a girl sits spread-legged (the argumentation seems
to be something like "natural modesty would make the girl not do that,
so it must be posed, and posing in a manner that explicitly shows the
genital area is a sexual act" (what does he know about (im)modesty of
children who habitually go to nudist places anyway?)), and art
pictures because the boy depicted on it has a hard-on (no matter that
the boy, by then a man of 25, officially declared that he liked the
picture and the fact that it was exhibited).

--

'Christian' wrote:
> My parents have encouraged me to take some pills to cure my 'evil desires',
> but I said no way.  There's no way I'm going to take mind-numbing drugs
> that will rob me of my desire to make the world a better place for
> pedophiles like you guys.

No pill has been found that does that, and I not only hope but also
think it will never be found. What pills that are assumed to 'cure'
pedophilia actually do is suppressing the sexual urges. All of them,
no matter to what or whom they are directed.

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
>    [ You might want instead to think about filletting the
>      two years or more of archives for "the best of" to
>      make into a web-site ? ]

I responded:
> ...But that's even better. Expect something by the time I find the
> time.

'Giggle Maker' said:
> I'd intended to do this myself, but it's a big job for one person.
> Maybe we could do it together, if you'd like help.

Well, I have something now. One of these days I'll send the first
bunch (containing postings from October, maybe also September) to 
Ianthe. I'll try to give it a bit of structure in such a way that
it is easy to extend, so then everyone who wants to can go ahead and
spit through the archives.

--

> I don't know where you're from, but where I'm from pedophilia is illegal
> and is also treated like some sort of mental illness. And if a group for
> pedophiles did exist, I think I would probably make a point of becoming a
> member (if I could do so without my parents finding out, that is).

Well, here in the Netherlands being a pedophile is fully legal, as
long as one does not act on one's feelings in certain ways (you know
what I mean...) And I know of 2 or 3 organizations for pedophiles
that exist around here.

--

Welcome to all new people here. I noticed the name 'Milo' among them.
It made me think of a person who recently posted on BoyChat, and used
the same nickname. He is a 14 yo boy who had a relationship with a
boy-lover. It was found out, and the police now think that he has been
molested. Causing heavy problems for both.

  I do have some sort of good news. I was finally able to talk with
  my older friend on the phone. I set it up so that we were both at
  pay phones and then he called me. He made it very clear to me that
  he still loves me and cares deeply for me. He does not blame me for
  all the trouble that he is going through. But when I told him that
  I wanted to see him he said that now is not the time because things
  are too messy. I really wish that I could see him and just give a
  little hug.

  He has really been thru all kinds of shit. Cops or social workers
  asked his neighbors questions. As it turns out, all but one told
  them that he is an outstanding person and they all trusted him even
  with their kids. At least they used to. The one neighbor who hates
  him is a nosey old hag and part of the whole trouble. My friend has
  been interviewed by the cops and social serv. people about four
  times. He has a lot of pictures of me and of us together, so they
  are trying to make something out of it. Two pictures are really bad
  news. In one I have only my undies on and doing a muscle man type
  pose. I gave it to him because it was a really funny thing and
  because of the story behind it. The other picture is of me mooning
  the camera and it shows a little more than it should. He didn't
  take that one either, I also gave it to him. Now they are trying to
  make them into porno. He says that this is all just a matter of them
  harassing him because they can't find any wrong activity.

  I had more "counseling" sessions again. They are all the same game.
  They are convinced that I'm trying to protect my friend. I keep
  telling them the truth, but it doesn't seem to matter to them. I
  tell them that he only touches me in good ways, we never had any
  kind of sexual contact, he never asked me to have sex with him or do
  anything like it, never forced me to do anything except homework, and
  so on. In my last session, I told them that I can't keep this up and
  I'm not coming back because they do not listen to me. I offered to
  take a lie detector test. They say that because my grades dropped and
  I am withdrawn it shows that I'm having troubles. I tell them that
  they are the ones stressing me out. What else can I do? I'm not going
  back at all.

[...later...]

  My friend has not been turned in by me. My parents started the whole
  thing and they have lots of power around here. The cops and social
  services went about trying to prove that he has hurt me and broken
  the law. They harass him and threaten him in legal ways. They have
  found nothing. The therapists are tricky. They ask questions like
  "has he ever touched you in any way." When they write their report it
  always sounds like "he touched the child several times." I was stupid
  and told the truth. Of course he touched me. Many times. A hug. Romping
  on the floor. A handshake. A slap on the butt. That all came out
  looking bad and even now I can't see how. He has lots of pictures of
  me. In one of them I was in my underwear acting tough. He didn't even
  take this picture. One of my school friends took the picture when he
  weekended at my house with his new camera. I gave it to my older
  friend. Turned out to be a big deal.

  So, he has not been arrested yet I don't think. But he is being
  stalked. I should have been quiet. What the hell is wrong with
  everyone? They don't want to hear my story, only what they want to
  hear. Today my "counselor" visited me in school. It was the same shit
  and I can't take it. So I started yelling rape really loud. That ended
  the session and I left school.

[...yet later...]

  My age is so important to everyone. How many "he's so bright for his
  age" comments does it take for one to figure out that what people are
  really saying to you is "what an odd kid"? Not many. I'm such a genius,
  right? But I'm not smart enough to pick my own friends and choose who
  I want to spend time with. Twisted.

  Well, my older friend spent a lot of time with me and really loves me.
  Not that we have had sex. He would not do it and he knows that I want
  it. You heard me! I want it. As far as everyone else is concerned he
  has molested me. I so admire the state agencies and the cops. You know
  what, my IQ is higher than most of the dolts I've had to deal with. I
  tell them this and now they dislike me too. Speaking of stupid people,
  I have a counselor now who thinks because I've been molested, I am
  depressed and suicidal at times. I remember our last session 2 days
  ago. I told her that yes, I was being molested. She got all excited
  and said we were making progress. I gave her names too. She was shocked
  to learn that she as well as every person "working with me" was on the
  list. I told her that she and everyone else bothers me and are driving
  me crazy. It is true.

  So now you know me better. I'm a young, cocky, man-loving, drunken,
  reject little puke. Why my friend loves me I'll never know.

  For a while I was really happy. I had the smarts, the looks(I'm really
  cute I've been told). I had a safe friend. I had LOVE. Now I get to sit
  back and watch it all crumble. 

People who do this to children save them. Those who love them, molest
them. What do you mean a strange world to live in?

'Desire'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Misty Vain' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Christian' wrote:
>Not me.  When I read in the headlines that some pedophile abused a 
>child, I always thought "What a creep.  I'll never be like that."  
>This was before I found out that I was a pedophile.  And I'm still 
>not like that.  Also, I don't like to compare myself to the kind 
>of Christian who, instead

Maybe in my case it was because I knew I was a paedophile.
Although I had made a promise to myself that I would never 
harm any children, I thought that things could someday just 
came to a point where I might. I perhaps felt that I could 
become a molester because I was afraid that no paedophile
could avoid that. 

I guess I was a victim of the media because the headlines 
always tell about _paedophilia_ cases when children get 
molested. Of course they never say explicitly that paedophilia
is the same thing as raping or even having sex with children,
but is easy to make your own conclusions when you know that
a peadophile means someone with sexual feelings towards kids.

And about comparing oneself, I think that it's dishonest not
to compare oneself. Otherwise you couldn't tell you apart
from the bad ones.

>I don't know where you're from, but where I'm from pedophilia is 
>illegal and is also treated like some sort of mental illness. 

Here all discrimination based on any personal properties is
against the constitution, although I don't think it would mean
much if a paedophile is in question... But if it is 
considered an illness (which is up to psychiatrists to decide),
I don't think it could ever be illegal. 

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Quilty' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Simon [& Ianthe] wrote:
>>  [ The author of the movie list is working on a printed book
>>   version which will be available from Alessandra's
>>   Smile soon. ]
>
>> Will you post when it is available and tell us where to get it?
>
>>    [ Yes it will be a list of legal mainstream girl-interest
>>      movies.  Can the author comment here on when it's
>>      likely to see publication ? ]

The publisher put me in touch with another author who had been working 
on the same project for longer than me and while, naturally, there was 
some overlap, there was a ton of films on his list I'd never heard of, 
let alone seen. Many of these are the "Made for tv" type movies, but I 
have revised my book to include as many of his titles that seemed to fit 
as possible. So the "Quilty Guide to Nymphets in the Movies" now 
contains over 700 descriptions of full length movies featuring young 
girls. It will be comprehensive, easy to use and heavily illustrated 
and I hope everyone will BUY a copy and keep it on top of their tv
set!

The book should be out in the next couple of months from Passion Press 
and will be available from Alessandra's Smile. You can order their 
catalogue for a couple of dollars from PO Box 2377, New York, NY 
10185-2377 [ or on the web at http://www.alessandrasmile.com ]
Meanwhile you can check out my page at their website and even see 
what I look like!

So as a teaser, here's a sample page of entires, and please note that 
it is all copyright 1998 by Passion Press.


MORE ABOUT CHILDREN OF NOISY VILLAGE
(First Run Features, 1998; dir: Lasse Hallstrom)
Well, I got suckered a second time. Linda Bergstrom, Anna Sahlin, and Ellen 
Demerus (9?11) are cute and show their 1940's bloomers in further chronicles 
of a year at Noisy Village, but the dubbing drives me nuts. The voices-over 
are done with Dorsetshire accents to suggest country bumpkins and the 
delivery is jerky and squeaky. I think it's the same group who did Last 
Butterfly. Will someone shoot them and hire real kids please?

MOUCHETTE
(France, 1985; dir: Robert Bresson, b&w)
Soulful Nadine Nortier plays a 14-year-old who isn't interested in school. 
Instead, she hides in the bushes and throws mud clods at the other girls. 
She has an alcoholic father and a dying mother, and ends up getting raped 
by a poacher. Very pretty actress shining through the rags & tatters. Four 
cuties from school flip over a railing exposing their dessous.

MUSIC FOR MILLIONS
(MGM, 1944; dir: Henry Koster, b&w)
Wartime morale booster with tons of classical music (including Handel, but 
he had sense enough to become a naturalized Brit, remember) and perky 7-year
-old Margaret O'Brien being sweet and sincere. Memorable scene of Jimmy 
Durante carrying the sleeping Margaret off a bus and into bed.

MY FAMILY TREASURE
(Bullseye Home video, 1993; dirs: Rolfe Kanefsky & Edward Staroselsky)
I was taken in by the picture on the box of a cute 12-year-old girl (Melissa 
Perez) who gets roped into listening to a long involved tale about a Faberge 
egg. The characters are wacky and the elaborate Russian spy tale which forms 
most of the story is silly.

MY FAVORITE WIFE
(RKO, 1940; dir: Garson Kanin, b&w)
Cary Grant's wife was lost at sea seven years ago, so he remarries. The lost 
wife turns up, but her children don't recognise her. Screwball comedy with 
Mary Lou Harrington as Chinch. B&w undies.

MY FRIEND JOE
(Irish/German, 1996; dir: Chris Bould; orig: Mein Freund Joe)
Joe (Schuyler Fisk), the 'circus-boy', who's a whizz on his mountain bike, and
Chris, the shy 12-year-old, who doesn't dare to jump off a cliff like the other
boys, become close friends. It takes some time until Chris, who at his age 
dislikes girls, finds out that Joe actually is Joanne. She is pushed to be a 
circus performer by her uncle, who never got over the sudden end of his own 
career after a crash. The wonderfully tomboyish Schuyler Fisk is the daughter 
of director Jack Fisk & actress Sissy Spacek.

MY GIRL
(Columbia/Tristar, 1991; dir: Howard Zieff)
11-year-old Anna Chlumsky is great as the young tomboy poetess, Vada Sultenfuss.
With those lips and moves, she gets my Junior Bardot award, to say the least. 
Her father is a widower and a mortician. Jamie Lee Curtis comes to work as a 
beautician to tart up the stiffs & is soon mothering Anna. There's a wonderful 
scene where Anna flashes her panties getting into bed. Her chum Macaulay Culkin 
gets stung by bees and dies. It's a summer of learning and loss for the little 
blonde bombshell. Unfortunately the sequel was not made for three years.

MY LIFE AS A DOG
(Sweden, 1985; dir: Lasse Hallstrom; orig: Mitt Lu Som Hund)
A Swedish boy survives the death of his mother in the 1950s with the help of his
best friend, a tomboy who is entering puberty, played by 12-year-old Melinda
Kinnaman. She tapes up her breasts before a boxing match (Ingmar Johansson was
world champ then). It's a sentimental film that shows the Swedes to be obsessed 
with sex, but has some hilarious moments, including the obligatory 'I'll show 
you mine if you let me see yours' scene, and a dirty old grandpa who gets off 
on the catalog descriptions of ladies' lingerie. Undergarments, knockout 
punches.

MY PAL WOLF
(Paramount, 1944, b&w)
Sharyn Moffett plays a lonely 8-year-old rich tomboy with a cruel governess who
hangs out with the neighborhood kids and rescues a highly trained German 
Shepherd from a mine. She hates dresses and, when not wearing overalls, is seen 
running around and swimming in her underwear (the 1940s type with a flap over 
the seat).

MY SIX LOVES
(Paramount, 1963; dir: Gower Champion)
Debbie Reynolds is a big Broadway star who finds six orphans in her summerhouse 
in this fluff. She's reluctant to turn them over to the authorities, so, with 
the help of the local minister, finds a place in her heart for everyone. 
However, until the kids are legally adopted they continue to wear their fllthy 
rags. Once Reynolds has custody she goes on a shopping spree and buys them 
very impractical fancy outflts. There are three girls and three boys, who 
look like brothers and sisters and can act, but don't get credits. Amy is 
the oldest (about 11), then the cutest is Brenda (10) in pigtails, dirty 
denims and a flannel shirt, and little Dulcie is about 5. The heavy-handed 
slapstick interludes peak with a chase around the school bus during which 
Brenda flashes panty leaping out of the back door. (It may seem trivial but 
I sat through nearly two hours of this tripe waiting for such a moment.)

NADIA
(tvm, 1984; dir: Alan Cooke)
Biopic of Romanian Olympic gymnast, Nadia Comaneci. There are tons of 
moppets in the first half of the film. Karrie Ullman plays her best friend 
Frederika. She does a floor routine upon her first appearance that leaves 
one breathless. Leslie Weiner plays the 8-year-old Nadia.

THE NANNY
(Hammer Films, 1965; dir: Seth Holt, b&w)
Screenplay by Jimmy Sangster from a novel by Evelyn Piper. After his sister 
drowns, a boy is sent to a home for disturbed kids. Two years later he returns
to have it out with the sinister nanny (Bette Davis to the max). Pamela 
Franklin [above] as the girl next door. Music by Richard Rodney Bennett.

NAPOLEON & SAMANTHA
(Disney, 1972; dir: Bernard McEveety)
Jodie Foster is extra cute at 7 in this film about two runaways with a hen and a
lion. Jodie was unfortunately mauled by the lion during shooting (seeing all the
scenes of her pulling its tail, riding on its back, etc, it's not surprising).
Adorable outfits and mega panty exposure by Jodie. McEveety also directed
Brotherhood of Satan.

NATIONAL LAMPOON'S GOLF PUNKS
(EMI/Canada, 1998)
Tom Arnold is a failed pro hired to teach golf to a rag-tag bunch of kids at 
summer camp. Two cuties in the cast: Mai-Mai Yoong (Katrina Pratt), 11, 
smiles a lot, but doesn't speak and spends all her time digging out of sand 
traps; blonde Christina Martine (Katelyn Wallace), 13, gets math coaching 
from the nerdy boy. Nips through shirt, not much else. Bits of Tin Cup and 
all the usual misfit kid movie cliches, and a disturbing hint of racism.


'Quilty'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'The Courier' wrote:
> Just as a quick question: how many of you know about Mr. Double's
> site?  Ianthe seems to post links to picture sites allot, but never
> story sites (is there a reason?).

Ianthe replied:
>    [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 'healthy' for
>      those who have no contact with real girls. ]

In any case you can always check out 'The girl-lovers guide to books
and literature' at: http://www.geocities.com/Tokyo/Fuji/5179/. It 
has a short story section but, unlike Mr Double's site, it's not
pornographic.  Is it really true that everyone is interested in 
sex and sex only :) ? How about some culture for a change? Why not 
show everyone that we can write some literature about meaningful 
relationships with little girls instead of cheap stories about 
sex-crazed baby-sitters :)

Take care everyone

'Xalex'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

>[ Did we ever find out what happened to the Pee-Wee actor
>  after the molesting charges ? ]

Not molesting -- he was charged with exposing himself in a porno
theater.  Apparently it's usual for men to jerk off in this theater,
and the local law decided to arrest some of them.  It's a very minor
charge -- he probably paid a small fine.  Unfortunately the TV
bosses pulled his kids show off the air, and I haven't seen it on
the air since, although it is being sold in video.  I found a web
site that says Pee Wee's Playhouse is back on the air on the Fox
network.

--

'Ianthe' wrote about the bobby photo on Fresh Petals:
>[ Taken in the early 1980s (in a London park) and 
>  published in the UK in a "Best Photography of 
>  the Year" annual book. It looks like it might have 
>  been seen first in a UK newspaper during the summer
>  "silly season" when there's not much news about, but
>  that's just a guess. ]

Was it common for children to be nude in London parks in the early
80's?  I'll bet it's never seen now.

--

Regarding the need to force children to attend school:

I always thought that some sort of compulsion could not be avoided,
until I read "The Lives of Children" by George Dennison.  He was a
teacher in a school in New York City which took in poor inner-city
children -- some of them were kids that the public schools couldn't
handle -- kids who were unusually rebellious.  They never forced the
kids to attend school, yet the kids chose to attend.  The school
didn't have any serious attendance problems.  They acheived this by
treating the children with respect -- and by nurturing a true human
relationship between teacher and child.  I couldn't find an exact
quote, but to paraphrase the author: If a child enjoys school, is
learning information and skills that he finds useful, is treated
with respect, why wouldn't he attend?

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'n.s. aristof' wrote:
>Actually, the most one can do is try to influence the child's choice of 
>peer group - and good luck with that, since kids act differently when
>they are with their peers than when they are with their or their friends'
>parents and sometimes kids who are prevented from being with their
>friends will still go behind their parents' backs.  Neither a harsh 
>parenting style nor a liberal parenting styles has any effect at all - 
>EXCEPT on the parent-child relationship.  Harsh parenting styles can 
>ruin that relationship for life.  Parenting, however, is basically 
>irrelevant to how children turn out - i.e., who they become as adults.

I'd agree with you n.s., that children act very differently with their peer
groups than with their parents. (I'm lucky enough, I think, to have been
included as a peer on occasion..).  I was thinking of 'Christian' who never
seemed to stop thinking of his parents and their effect on him.  This point
was brought down rather blatantly (and ironically) when in the very same
post as I suggested he needed to get away from his parents they
(presumably) revoked his "rights" to email and collecting ASGL!

I also agree that harsh parenting styles ruin parent-child relationships.
Sometimes, for life - they certainly effect it, for life.  Which is why I
disagree with your last line, that parenting is irrelevant.  The 'nature'
vs 'nurture' debate wouldn't be so long lasting if that were so.  I have
seen countless examples of the child's attitude or behaviour reflecting
that of the parent.  On the other hand I've also seen a lot of examples of
the opposite.

A good friend of mine has had very liberal parental style - encouraging her
sons to be relaxed about their bodies, sending them to alternative
schooling, being relaxed about drugs etc.  Despite this, one son is totally
at ease with his body, thinking nothing of walking around the house nude,
while the other son is mortified if he is similarly revealed.  I know this
example goes against my argument (!) but on balance, especially
attitudinally, the parents have a huge impact on their children (I am
thinking of my own peers whose parents I also know).  Without offering a
string of examples I'd just assert that parenting has an impact on children
and while their behaviour might outwardly suggest they are rejecting their
parents whilst amongst their peers, their attitudes and point of view
remain close to the parents.

I'm open to debate - I don't pretend to actually know what I'm talking
about.  It may well be that as I had very liberal parents (my fiance
delights in calling them 'hippies') then I didn't have all that much to
rebel against - and took on the left leaning attitudes of my parents?  I'm
not sure.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

The story continues. I spoke last time of how L. was over my house for a
holiday party and how her mother insisted she not be alone with me.

I had occasion to see L. two weekends in a row since then. Last week I went
to watch her in a sporting event. It was sunny and warm, nice sitting in
lawn chairs with my 9x power binoculars. She sat on the other side of the
field but with those, was up real close.

After the game we played around a little but she was was acting strange.
She saw me after the game and ignored me. Then after several minutes,
finally said hi after I made an issue of it. i left and she didn't even say
bye. I don't know if she just has no social graces or is just so wrapped up
in herself that she just doesn't think of anything, or is being
deliberately cold. Maybe the teachings of mom have begun to sink in.

This is torture. I sense it is only going to get worse as time goes by.
More frustrating, more difficult, more impossible. It's like riding a wild
horse: you never know which way the horse is going to go and when you are
again going to get thrown on your ass and kicked in the teeth, but the
contest between you and that horse is not over until it's over. You keep
getting back on. you hope the damn thing doesn't kill you before it's done
toying with you. you hope you can eventually tame it, but maybe it's too
wild, or maybe you are too old.

Weekend II:

I was invited to go back to another game and to a picnic in a large park.
Naturally , I went. Another beautiful, perfect, warm day. After the game we
were to go back to her house to get the picnic stuff. Her father asked her
if she wanted to ride with me. Her mother immediately whispered, "someone
has to go with her." So one of her siblings went too. We get to the house
and she goes up to change, I go up to use the bathroom. Her mother yells up
to her that she is to "close the door" when she changes. By now I am
getting really pissed. This is getting ridiculous. But of course I shut my
mouth.

They bring a young boy with them. It turns out he has a little crush on
her. This was discovered as she got angry at him when he pushed her down
the slide. Her mother tells her not to be mad, "remember what was said
about him". She lets the cat out of the bag, yelling out: "I don't care if
he likes me, he shouldn't push me."  "That's how boys flirt" her mother
says. I think to myself "but that is not how men flirt, _is_ it mom..." A
little embarrasment all around. I smirk, realising the cheap shot: bring a
little boy to interest her in someone her own age. Pretty pathetic. (But
maybe not as pathetic as my loving her....)

For most of the day she is not particulary responsive. Finally we take a
walk, all of us. The leaves crunch under our feet. The leaves on the trees
are full blown bright yellow, the air is cool and sweet. She wants a
shoulder ride. I lift her onto my shoulders. She sees a beautiful leaf and
tells me to bend to get it, and another just like it. The two leaves that
are beautiful and the same mean we are married, she says. I am surprised.
This has come from nowhere. Then, she asks me: "When I'm sixteen, will you
look like my Dad or my Grandpa?" I'm taken aback. Everybody is always
telling her I'm too old for her. She has no clue what aging will mean for
my looks. I promise her I will look just as I do now. "That's good" she
says, relieved. How strange. Maybe her love is just dormant. Maybe despite
the mother's efforts, it can't be eradicated. As n.s. points out: maybe
what she turns out to be will not be dependent on what her mother wants or
expects.

Regarding the discussion of kid's eating: L. ate two bags of chips and a
bunch of candy. Then, two bites of a hot dog. That was it between 11am. and
7 pm. This is no way to bring up a kid. Parents need to at least control
the issues of eating , keeping clean, and going to bed. The foundation of
good health and good habits need to be instilled. Kids should not be
allowed to ruin their health by eating this way. It's child abuse in my
opinion. Mommy is doing more harm to her daughter by allowing this crap to
go on (it goes on all the time with her) than by allowing me to love her,
but of course she doesn't see this.She thinks she is being a great mom by
"protecting" her daughter from my love. In the meantime she doesn't feed
her kid right and her house looks like a pig sty. Is it me, or are her
priorities skewed?

'Sunstorm'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi to all, 

I was very busy in the last time and had 2 crashes of my computer 
(thanks, Bill!) so I lost the postings between to 9th and the 22nd 
of September. Today I started reading the ones from 22nd and later. 

Before I write about my time here in Germany, I reply to some of you:

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>I find that soooooooo annoying about America! When I was in Germany,
>I would routinely see girls that age going about in overalls or tank
>tops without any bra type things, and often even topless.
>
>That unnecessary prudity is probably the one thing I hate most about
>living in the US.

Sometimes when I hear about this prudity that exists "far away on the 
other side of the ocean" ;-) I can hardly beleave it is true. What 
can be the reason for it? In my eyes it is that people don't like 
their life and see everything negative because of that. They cannot 
stand people liveing naturaly and happy. Here I can only quote and 
old hippie-song: "I will be a star in the movie, everybody's looking 
at me. I will be a star in the movie, and all I have to is live 
naturally." (freely quoted) I don't understand why people are that 
afraid of living as they liked to. Look at the hippies! They lived 
a tolerant way. I also thing they would not have that much problems 
with a girl-lover who tells them about it because their society was 
not built on rules and control but on trust in the things a person 
says and on trust in the healthy brains of humans. (Are there still 
hippies in the world?) And look (e.g. in old documentations) how 
they lived with(!) their children. And also look what beautiful
daughters they had ;-)

>a local man was prosecuted for child molestation for
>giving his own 9-year old daughter a backrub inside her shirt ...

LEAVE THIS COUNTRY!!

I thought about moving to US because I like air sports and warm 
weather (two things that are rare or expensive here in .de) but 
I hear more and more that there seem to live even more paranoid 
and intolerant people that here(and I thought Germany was 
extreme with these two things). Don't understand this wrong 
please, it is only what I see from hundrets of kilometers away, 
I also see lots of things that are much better in US. For 
example the above mentioned man would have had no troubles 
with the authorities not only because this action is seen in 
an other way here but also because the neighbor wouldn't have 
been able to look in the yard. Here everyone makes his ground 
secure, private and sterile. (urgh) In US the neighbor seem to 
live together here they just live besides each other and 
sometime don't even know their names.

--

To Desire:

What is a landlady?

  [ Someone who rents out rooms in a house. ]

>Your writing about "If this list does not go on, ..."

I had the same thoughts. And I think the fact that there is 
nearly no possiblity to contact the members directly makes 
this list that interesting. On a pedo-support site I noticed 
that some people stop thinking if they know too much of the 
other members in person. If someone from www.baumstark-online.de 
reads this: Isn't it true? Look to the BLs [ boy-lovers ] in B.

>We should fight to get to a society where a child can tell
>about his/her sexual experiences if he/she wants and will be
>reacted to according to his/her own feelings 

Again: Look how the hippies loved. Here they were called 
"Blumenkinder" aswell what can be translated like 
"_Children_ of flowers". 

--

Ianthe wrote, answering to where girls get their energy from:

>  [ Candy:) ]

It is a long time ago since I laughed that loud in front 
of my computer. :-)

   [ Would not it be better to scrap 'ages' altogether and go
     with a case-by-case evaluation of emotional/physical
     maturity ? ]

How do you think that can be done? I is the perfect way but not 
a way that can be realized. :-(

'Simon'
-----------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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'Olivier' writes :
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Flickorna' wrote:
> Yesterday, I went to the clothing-optional beach. There were lots of
> pretty little girls there! There were only a few nude girls and lots
> of pretty pre-teens in swim suits.

Hi! Flickornia,

Seems quite exciting. I wonder where do you live. In Canada, such a 
thing would be impossible. Not only do we have hot weather only two or 
three months in a year :-(, but a child would never be allowed to roam 
nude (or even topless) on a beach or in a public pool. One province even 
made a juridiction forbidding female children aged 8 and up (if my 
memory is right) to be topless around (or in) a pool. 

--

'Christian' wrote:
> I asked my mom if she would still love Dad if she found out that he 
>was a pedophile.  Her response was "I'd cry about it a lot and tell  
>him that he had to give it up or else be single again."  Even after 26 
>years of marriage.  Can you believe it?

Hi! Christian,

It is a pity that people don't try to accept one's feelings. They are so 
obsessed by the image of the child molesters that they don't think that 
a paedophile can love a child as deeply and  respectfuly as anyone else 
can love his wife or her husband. The only friend to whom I explained my 
girl-love still have trouble understanding it is something not only 
sexual, and that I can't "give it up", even if wanted to (wich is not 
the case), because it is part of what I am.

--

Here is a question for all of you. I once heard, in a discussion group, 
that the so charming Eva Ionesco is the daughter of the French writer 
Eugene Ionesco, but I didn't find confirmation of this anywhere. If you 
know whether it is true or not, I would be very glad to know.

--

Many of you seem to have friends, wife or family knowing you are 
girl-lovers. I intend to explain this to my family, but I am quite 
unsure about the way to do it. If you have advices to give or  
experience to share, I would appreciate very much.

Thank you in advance,

'Olivier'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote: [about tolerance and group therapy]

I can only say Thank you, this is exactly the way I think 
about asgl-l. As a mixture of group therapy and self therapy.

>Me here in Canada, I know I will never be able to be
>sensual or sexual with a LG, but the feeling and thoughts (I have) are not
>"essentially bad". I learn to live with my feelings and the restrictions.

Yes, Soft_&_Gentle, this is what is important. A user of 
baumstark-online who does not feel pedophile but participates 
there said: "I have lot of respect for pedophiles who live 
their life without harming others. I don't know if I will 
ever have to pass such a hard test."

He really respects us a lot and knows what will-power is 
there to live like this!

>WoW!!!! 20 years!
>That sound a little drastic for punishment ... just for touching.
>What country is that? At least here for the full thing it's only 10 years.

Here in Germany even murderer get only 15 years if there are 
no reasons for keeping him in jail to protect others, but 
the punishment is 15 years.

>So I got two year minus one day and 3 years counseling (finished a
>long time ago).

I don't know if you like to answer, but for what did you get this?

>Well forgive this long post.

I love you for it!

Huggs

Simon

--

Ianthe wrote:

>   [ Yes, I don't think porn stories are very 'healthy' for 
>     those who have no contact with real girls. ]

I think all child-pornographie is not healty for a pedophile, 
I posted the story of my addiction when I entered - I do not 
wish this to my most hated enemy! I know nearly all drugs 
but child-pornography is the drug that is most dangerous to me!

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>I got so much love from these two adorable
>sweeties!! I'm more deeply in love than I've ever been in my life.

I am lucky to hear you are fine!

>reminds me how much I loved 
>that "bobby" photo on the cover of the "Police" issue. 

Yes, me and my best friend (GL, too) loved is very much, too. 
It was my favourite desktop-background until there was the
film "Lawn Dags" staring Mischa Barton. ;-)

--

To Florian:

Hi Florian, I feel the same for ASGL and I am christian, 
too. I am very hapy to have found a place for girl-lovers 
because on my Web-forum there are so many boy-lovers. The 
problems are nearly the same(I have to say that they have 
it a bit easyer than we have) but the feelings are very 
different, so I love to hear from you all! For a few month 
now I have met the person behind the nick "kleiner 
Feigling" in baumstark-online. He became the best friend 
I ever had and our feelings are so similar - it is 
perfect to be with him. If I had the money I would really 
like to invite all of you, so that we could meet, but this 
will not be possible for the next years... :(

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Psychiatrists exists to 
> manipulate how you think, to turn you into a victim, to convince
> you that all your problems are the fault of some childhood trauma.

Sorry Tr'Pakh but this is totaly untrue. I am going to therapy 
and I will notice if someone manipulates me without my permission. 
A psychologist can only make you think or see things you did 
not yet notice, thats all! I just use him for my purpose and 
if he tries to make me think like HE thinks is good, I'll tell 
him I don't like it and explain why. If he does not understand 
or tolerate my way - I leave for an other psychologist. That's 
it. _I_ am the one who rules in a therapy!

--

'Desire' wrote:

>On this list the word most used for the latter is 'age bisexual'.

In baumstark-online we use the word "polymorph perverted". 
Of course the word "perverted" is more some kind of self irony. 

>And I know of 2 or 3 organizations for pedophiles
>that exist around here.

I know that there are very good organisations in the 
Netherlands (I live only a a few minutes drive from there) 
and here in Germany it starts to become like this, too. 
There are some Organisation who create groups like the 
"Humanistische Union" did the "AG-Pedo" (English: Work 
Group-Pedo). The Germans seem to start thinking about it but 
they will never be tat smart in it as the Dutch are. (I 
am learning Dutch now because I love the Dutch people.)

--

OK, and now some short reports:

I have stopped hiding my feelings in my private 
surroundings. If someone asks me how I feel, I tell 
him and explain. I didn't expect that many positive 
reactions. The only thing is at work I do not tell 
it and twice a week I go to a technical school and 
the others think I am gay because I do not look at 
the old girls (17-30) that are there. Well, I let 
them thing what they want to but if someone asks me, 
I will offer him to meet me in private and tell him.

--

I have another booktip for the Germans in this List:

Title: "Der paedosexuelle Komplex"
Author: Angelo Leopardi
publisher: Foerster-Verlag
ISBN: 3-922257-66-6
price: aprox. 30 DeM
pages: 351
paperback

I am just reading this book, it is fantastic. There are also 
booklists in it. Most books are in German, but there are 
also some English ones. If you like me to copy the list for 
you I would be glad to have to chance to give you my "donation" 
in that way.

Hugging you

'Simon'
---------------------------------------------------------------



Freddy writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe wrote_:

>  [ Ok, only a few God-mentions this posting, but (at the risk
     of sounding like a philistine) I think that's enough God
     stuff for now. ]

Oh dear, and I was about to launch into a long diatribe about how the
bible actually supports paedophilia!

Sanctuary - thanks for the details about your wife's postings, which I
shall now read!

Hmmm. Thats all folks!

--

Hi everyone, Freddy again.

I'm almost done reading through those archives, and I have to say
what a bunch of bastards you all are, I'm leaving!

Ha! got you going, especially those of you who tend to overreact
at times! Actually It's been really great and I'm glad of the chance
to get to know you all.

There have been quite a few sad stories and I thought I'd take the
time to contribute mine, if you don't mind.

--

First of I want to say a few things-:

'Tr'Pahk' - I think you relationship with Rachel is the most beautiful
thing that I have ever heard about. Yes I'm very jealous! I haven't
quite finished the archives, so don't give anything away, but her
attitude with Brittany was amazing, and I think you have a very
precious little gem. (I'm sure you know that). I suspect that I,
and many others here if they were being honest, am falling in
love with her! (Many protests of 'Hey, not me! and TrPahk saying
wait 'till I get my hands on you!). Anyway continued good luck
to you both.

Flickorna - I haven't quite gotten all the way through your posts, but
I think your pretty amazing. If there's one little criticism, it would
be that you are perhaps hopelessly naive, which may be cute, but can
also be dangerous, as I'm sure you know. Sorry to hear about your
latest setback. I would add to the others comments to back off, but
don't give up hope - yet.

Beamish - I wasn't sure if you were the same guy that was writing
earlier or not, but now that you are, I'm glad you came back!

Everyone else, I can't send you all a personal message, but its good
that you are all here.

Enough.

--

Ok this post might be too long already, but here goes.

I've briefly mentioned before the girl whom I have loved the most.
I'll call her Lizzie here. I first met her when she was 8, at a
church youth club I was helping to run. I think the first time
I really remember her was at a christmas party, when she had hurt
her knee, and I comforted her. Later the kids were sitting in a
circle, waiting for food or Santa or what, and she stuck her tongue
out at me. I glared at her, trying to be funny, and she dropped her
head as if I'd given her into trouble! I fell in love with her at
that moment.

During this time, we were using a mini-bus to pick up the kids, and
one night Lizzie asked if she could sit on my on my knee. Of course
I refused. Well actually, I said yeah, of course she could. And then
my knee became her property every club night that she was there.

I know some people have commented on how sometimes girls seem to like
them, and then for no apparent reason back away. Well Lizzie could be
like this too. The thing is her personality is very much like mine.
So if she didn't speak to me, I assumed she'd fallen out with me
and vice versa!

I bought her presents at christmas and on her birthdays. First time
I was scared of what her parents might think, but since nothing
happened, it seemed ok. In fact she really took me aback one night.
It was Valentine's Day and Just happened to be a club night too.
I told her I had something, It was just a pack of sweets, but she
asked where her valentine card was! As if I was just going to give
this 9 year old a valentine card, and what
would her parents say?

Anyway, our friendship lasted four 4 years. There good times, and bad.
Once she told me that she wished I was her dad, which was nice, but
I told her that she most certainly did not, 'cause I would have to
smack her! Don't know why though, she was never 'bad' around me,
although I think her parents had trouble with her, and she told me
she ran away once.

One day one of her little sisters, who usually greeted me with a big
hug simply ignored me. I asked her if she wasn't speaking to me and
she said yes. So I told her that was ok and I would be there if
she changed her mind. But I think something was going on.

It's my theory that the Dunblane thing really must have scared her
parents (Remember I live in Scotland) and they must have said
something. In fact I'm sure of it.

Well to cut a long story short, one day I got a letter from Lizzie,
which was very confusing. She told me that she liked me, but on the
same hand she was scared, her parents had been giving her a hard
time about me. I almost blew my top of! I've never done anything that
would even remotely give her a reason to be scared. Also there was
a letter from one of her friends who said Lizzie was missing me,
(I hadn't seen her for a few months) and could I please meet them
at the local pool. Talk about being confused!

Well I was very angry and everyone who spoke to me that day got there
head bitten off! I didn't go to meet them, because Lizzie hadn't
mentioned this and also I didn't want to be meeting her behind her
parents back. And also I was still very angry and confused!

Anyway, I haven't spoken to her since. In fact I've only seen her
once, and since she didn't speak to me, well you know what I did,
or didn't. Of course I know where she lives, but I doubt I would
drop by. I still love her very much, but I expect she hates me,
and thinks I hate her. She's 14 now, so perhaps in couple of years,
if I've not done so before I will drop her a note saying that
I certainly don't hate her.

Anyway that's my sad story and I promise not to mention it again.
Of course I've known many girls and loved many of then too, but
nothing can compare to what I (still) feel for Lizzie. I will love
her for ever, even though she is no longer a little girl. She is
someone I could have lived with for ever.

Well I've bored you all enough (Those of you that have lasted this
long), sorry to those of you who have hectic schedules and hate long 
posts. But I've never told anyone this story and I had to get it off 
my chest so that I don't cry myself to sleep anymore.

Bye, 'Freddy'

--

Hi everyone,

I've been feeling a bit down lately, but asgl
always cheers me up somewhat. The last two 
postings I've submitted have not appeared, but it
mostly nonsense anyway, except that I 
wanted to tell about the relationship I had with
Lizzie, who is probably the most my most 
favourite girl I've ever known. So I'll do that
again in this post.

   [ Sorry, I missed them somehow - they're above ]

I have to say to those of you who are christians
that I am too. I see no conflict with it, 
although I guess that hasn't always been the case.
As Ianthe is not too keen on religious 
discussion, and I actually agree, I want dwell too
much on that aspect of my nature, 
although it's still pretty important and affects
how I live. I'll just say that from my own 
experiences and the way I believe God is, I cannot
see how loving LG's can ever be 
wrong. As for the sexual side, well its part of
nature. I suppose it's up to the individual GL 
to decide what to do, and each situation we are in
will be different.

I once knew a girl that I was very much in love
with. She was 8 when I first met her, (as 
was Lizzie, but I think its coincidence!). Anyway,
when I first met this girl, my feelings 
were mainly sexual. i.e. lustful! However once I
got to know her, I felt different. Yes I 
still had sexual feelings, but more importantly
was the fact that I loved her. Does that 
make sense? Anyway this was one instance where I
actually initiated the friendship, 
which proves what I said previously to be wrong!

Anyway I might tell about her later, if anyone is
interested! Well even if you're not 
interested I want to tell you about Lizzie,
because I need to tell someone and you'll do 
nicely.

I met Lizzie through a children's youth club that
I helped to run. She was 8yrs old when I 
first met her, and she is 14 now, although I no
longer see her. She cute and very shy. The 
first I really remember of her is at a party,
probably christmastime, when she had hurt her 
knee and I comforted her. Later on she stuck her
tongue out as I passed and I gave her a 
'don't be cheeky' look. Her reaction made me fall
in love with her. (She looked dropped 
her head and looked sad. I though, aha I wonder if
she gets into trouble a lot, I found she 
did!) Anyway, we used to pick the kids up in a
mini bus, and one day Lizzie asked if she 
could sit on my knee, which of course I allowed.
For the next year or so she would sit on 
my knee whenever she came to club, until her
friends teased her! Many of you have 
expressed how frustrating it can be when a girl
talks to you one day and the next she 
seems very cold. Sometimes Lizzie could be like
this. But I recognized why. She has a 
very similar personality to mine and as I said she
is quite shy. So of course if I didn't say 
hello first, she would assume I wasn't talking to
her and vice versa, which sometimes 
made things hard! But on the whole we got on
really well. She knew she was my 
favourite and could get away with anything, but
actually she never took advantage of it.
Anyway, around her 12th birthday things went
wrong. Lizzie had stopped coming to the 
youth clubs, but her little sisters did. One day
one of her sisters, who usually greeted me 
with a hug, ignored me completely. And when her
other sister also acted strangely I 
thought something was up. Although this sister was
a bit more self assured and did talk to 
me again. But my fears were confirmed when I got a
letter from Lizzie telling me that her 
parents were suspicious, although I really can't
think why, because I was always upfront, 
but then again I don't really know them very well.
Her letter was very confusing because 
she told me on the one hand that she wanted to be
my friend, but then again she didn't. To 
confuse matters even more, her best friend also
wrote me a letter, saying that Lizzie was 
missing me and could I meet then at the local
swimming pool. Well I didn't really know 
what to do. Perhaps if Lizzie had suggested this I
would have gone, but as it happens I 
didn't. I've only seen Lizzie once since then and
she didn't speak to me so I was very 
mature and ignored her! Funnily enough her friend
was still coming to the youth club, and 
was also in my Sunday School class. But I didn't
say anything to her. Perhaps I should 
have. Oh, well such are the frailties of being
human. I hope that one day I will find the 
courage to write to Lizzie and assure her that I
don't hate her or anything. But I don't 
know.

A couple of interesting things, to me at least,
from a psychological point of view. When I 
was in my early twenties I was in  love with an 18
year old girl. We could have got 
married, but things didn't work out. Lizzie
reminds me of her in some ways, except for the 
age. I also knew another girl a few years previous
to Lizzie, and one day I was able to be 
with Lizzie in  a place where this girl, who would
have been around 14-16 perhaps by that 
time. There was a remarkable resemblance.
Coincidence? 

Well That's my sad story, but there have been
happier times and although it didn't end 
well, I still have many happy memories!

I suppose that's really all I want to say. If
you're new to the list, then welcome. I hope you 
will stay a long time! Bye for now,

'Freddy'
--------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Olivier' wrote:
>Not to touch, stroke or kiss a little girl, but to love her madly. 

Welcome. One question. What do you do if she wants to
kiss *you*? Are you saying that you have no interest in their
bodies at all? It seems like when I fall in love I want to be
close to her all the time and my body responds. You may be
different. As long as it works for you I am happy for you.

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
>A good friend of mine has had very liberal parental style - 
>encouraging her sons to be relaxed about their bodies, 
>sending them to alternative schooling, being relaxed about 
>drugs etc.  Despite this, one son is totally at ease with his 
>body, thinking nothing of walking around the house nude,
>while the other son is mortified if he is similarly revealed.  

I have given both of my children the exact same teaching,
example, and opportunity and one of them is liberal and the
other conservative. They are individuals and will develop as
they will as long as they are given a choice. Then again, some
children rebel against their parents no matter what they do.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>Her father asked her if she wanted to ride with me. Her mother 
>immediately whispered, "someone has to go with her." 

It sounds like you are asking for trouble here. Is it worth 
it? Unless the mother cooperates or the girl is willing to 
sneak out to see you I don't know how it could work.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Desire' wrote (in response to 'Soft_&_Gentle'):

>'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>> This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good five minutes
>> when I blew a kiss at him.  I could see I had him at a disadvantage and he
>> felt trapped, lucky for him his brother pull him out of his taught to get
>> out. I had to continue.
>
>Well, indeed, this made me mad. I can imagine that you made that
>first comment, but this boy clearly started feeling uneasy from your
>remarks. And instead of backing down and either apologizing or
>keeping quiet and hoping you find a better timing next time, you just
>go on and seem to enjoy his embarassment. That's not how I expect
>someone from this list to act.

I agree with you 'Desire' - this troubled me when I read it too, as did the
account of the girl dressed 'like a whore' on the train.  I didn't mention
it because I don't wish to get into any arguments but really,
'Soft_&_Gentle', I don't think you're living up to your name.

'Desire' also wrote (about parents forcing children to go to school):

>Present education is certainly not
>ideal, but if we leave it to the children themselves, they will not
>do better than that. If we allowed children to decide for themselves,
>some would be better of, studying in a way that was closer to their
>own interests. 

Have you ever heard of alternative schools 'Desire'?  There are lots of
them around, the most famous (originator) being the Summerhill school in
the UK.  Children decide whether or not to go to classes, which classes to
go to etc.  They have group meetings to decide the running of the school
and to make other decisions.

Having met the products of some of these schools, ranging from artists, to
lawyers, to accountants (true - I know people who've been to 'alternative'
schools with all these vocations), I can only say that this type of
schooling is certainly not worse and in a lot of ways better than
traditional schooling.

I remember several years ago I saw a documentary on the 'Summerhill' school
which was fascinating (a BBC production?, or perhaps Channel 4 - I'm not
sure) - a particularly pleasing sequence, as I recall, was the nude
swimming session.  There's also a book available somewhere, written by the
guy [ A.S. Niell ]  who started Summerhill which talks about the school and 
his specific ideas of teaching.  It's very interesting - I remember my 
parents owned a copy, and next time I go around there I might try to 
find it.

Anyway, I think you might need to broaden your idea of what a school is and
does, and what actually works.  You might be surprised to find that when
children are given responsibilities at a young age they very often don't
abuse them, or mis-handle them.  (I know, because I was given
responsibilities and encouraged to be independent at a very early age).
But I suppose these days it might be seen as parental neglect (Frank Furedi
is right - see ASGL news clippings of a couple of weeks ago).

--

'Desire' wrote (in relation to 'reverse psychology'):
>If that really worked I wouldn't be this much overweight by now. The
>novelty will wear off, yes. But habit will step in to take its place.

But 'Desire' - where do you pick up a habit?  And besides, I'm talking
about children, and how a parent gets him or her to do something.  An adult
is in a different position (except perhaps, if you are someone like
'Christian', in which case you need to run away as far, and as quickly as
possible!). 

--

'Oliver' wrote:
>. Please forgive my poor English; my mother tongue is 
>French. 

Welcome 'Oliver' - I enjoyed your first post.  If my French was anywhere
near as good as your English I'd be very happy. :)

Regards,

'Cipolin'
----------------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                           30th October 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/456.html      Last: 29th October 1998

          ,,,,,
        /)))))))\
       ((((((((((\
      ((_  _  )))))
      ))e) e ((((((
     (((<     ))))))
        \~     .-'-.                    
         '--.(                          88
                                        88
 ,adPPYYba,   ,adPPYba,    ,adPPYb,d8   88  
 ""     'Y8   I8[    ""   a8"    'Y88   88
 ,adPPPPP88   '"Y8ba,     8b       88   88 
 88,    ,88   aa    ]8I   "8a,   ,d88   88  
 'YYYYbbd8"   '"YbbdP"'    '"YbbdP"Y8   88
                           aa,    ,88
                            "Y8bbdP



'Susan' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi,

'Olivier' wrote:
>>Seems quite exciting. I wonder where do you live. In Canada, such a
>>thing would be impossible. Not only do we have hot weather only two or
>>three months in a year :-(, but a child would never be allowed to roam
>>nude (or even topless) on a beach or in a public pool. One province even
>>made a juridiction forbidding female children aged 8 and up (if my
>>memory is right) to be topless around (or in) a pool.

*LOL!* I can't believe it! What fu*kin gouverment in the world is able to
tell people on which place and that and what they have to wear?? That
sounds *really* funny for me! *ROTFL*  --  sorry, but that can't be true!

*Ooops* - this is my first posting to ASGL. Perhaps at first I should say
other things? OK, I'm 'Susan'. (Now all of you are well informed, I think?
:-)

To read about stupid things in Canada (looks like a revolution may be a
welcome thing? :-) is funny - when you live in Germany.

Last weekend I walked through the [...] station, hand in hand with a
14y-girl, both of us wearing white Sweatshirts: "[Name] - a DAVID 
HAMILTON girl!" and "another DAVID HAMILTON lesbian girl lover!". It 
was very funny to watch the people at McDonald's... We are trendy :-) 
- because David's movies are currently on German Television again (and 
it's time for a new one, I think... :-) And her mother told me, the 
girl is very proud to wear this sweatshirt.

--

'Oliver' wrote:
>>. Please forgive my poor English

Me too...  :-)

Greetings from [a big city in Germany] - *grin*

'Susan'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi 'Freddy' here,

I meant to say this in my last post but I forgot.
To be honest, if I didn't have my name on the wall
so I can see it when I wake up, I would forget who I
am! It's about this touching thing, I think it was

'Flickorna' who mentioned it first. Are we talking
about a guy simply touching a girls bottom, bum,
butt, wherever you are its different! or is there
something more to this? The reason I ask is
because I find it hard to believe. Whenever I pick up a little 
girl to hold, I will usually find that I have to hold
her with my hands on her bottom, to keep her from falling. 
I don't find this perverted or unusual. Its pretty
hard to touch a girl anywhere that wouldn't be found to be
'suspicious' by someone! And I think there's going
to be an awful lot people going to jail by the way,
if touching on the bum is illegal!

I was also very interested to read what Oliver
said about it being illegal for girls over 8 to be
topless in a pool in Canada. Are people in Canada real, 
or do they live in some sort of vacuum? The USA sounds 
bad to me, and I know Scotland and the UK are bad,
but I can still go to the beach and see many naked
girls (although not as many as there used to be,
so I am told, because of course I would never do
this, would I?). And it's not unusual for young girls 
to be topless in a park when its hot. I really don't
see what the fuss is about. Are boys also banned?
Cause they should be if girls are! 

Anyway, I must go. Its winter now in the UK and I
hate winter. I wish we could hibernate from October 
until April! BRRR!

Bye,

'Freddy'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Another article, now about "Child-Loving" 
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Child-Loving: the Erotic Child and Victorian Culture.
(book reviews)
 
Professor Kincaid once wrote: "My parents made me very, very happy as a
child. It was the worst form of abuse." Funny, disturbing, reminiscent
of Oscar Wilde, and partly true - this irony finds extended play upon a
serious register in his Child-Loving. While the subtitle specifies
Victorian culture, the book robustly interrogates twentieth-century
American culture in its construction of an ideal child around whom it
can build a temple of devotion while at the same time barring its
worshippers entrance.

Drawing upon Philippe Aries, Lawrence Stone, and Michel Foucault while
using a jargon-free "home-version of deconstruction" (3), the first
third of the book decenters current beliefs about the Victorian child.
We are offered the child as a playful thing, as a stubborn bundle of
nerves, as something to be cured, as a savage, and as an innocent thing.
Even the approximate number of years that define childhood escapes us:
"Is a child something from 7-14 or something from 0-21?" (70).
Quotations from Richard von Krafft-Ebing, William Acton, and Havelock
Ellis - with comparisons to Kinsey - remind us that the child is an
actor who fills specific roles allotted to it by its societies.

Kincaid believes the goal isn't so much to understand the Victorians as
to understand ourselves better by discovering ways in which certain
Victorians "did not read as we do" (4). And yet Kincaid trusts his
readings sufficiently to credit the Victorians with two cultural types,
the Gentle Child and the Naughty Child. Their space, however, is soon
intruded upon by discourses such as Peter Pan and Alice in Wonderland
whose Wonder Child challenges both Victorian and contemporary figures.
Indifferent to the cogitations of the adult world, this Wonder Child is
resistant to our desires, is not easily appropriated by adults, and is
most clearly created by writers who have undergone in various forms
society's rejection of the pedophile.

To Kincaid, the actual dynamic of pedophilia does not necessitate either
sexual practices or destructive effects. It begins with "this child, the
image formulated in response to desire," who functions as "a moving
conveyor belt, propelling the adult dreamer into the child's world, a
world that immediately becomes the sole property of the dreamer" (195).
Nostalgically, the pedophile sees his or her own past in the child,
longs for an idealization of that past, and, in efforts to be close to
that world, displaces the child. "The pedophile, in short, plays the
part of the child in order to play with the desire for the
child-who-ought-to-be."

However, desire is as slippery as the discourses which attempt to define
it. Through three readings, Kincaid offers a declension of desire from
its ideal state to its most depraved. In David Copperfield David's
childhood "is the land of cuddles" (306). In Catcher in the Rye, the
reader/voyeur is constantly drawn in and forced away by the narrative of
Holden Caulfield, who's "a regular Hallmark card" of desirability (313).
Finally, in Tess of the d'Urbervilles, the ostensible villain, Alec, is
merely a selfish human next to the white-washed, yet diabolical Angel,
who is forever substituting figurations of Tess in place of the genuine
girl-woman, with the result that he remains protected from her true self
and powerful over her false self. "Here is play in its most
irresponsible form, play conducted with hatchets and machine-guns, play
that should be saved from itself, play most in need of the decentering
into love" (321).

In the third, final section of Child-Loving, Kincaid argues that we, the
average people, have located the evil out there, in strangers whom we
call Pedophiles: "if only a few freaks conspire to sexualize children,
then nothing is the matter that a little censorship or some entrapment
or a few electrocutions won't cure" (376). We have created an object of
desire and at the same time we condemn anyone who appreciates that
object. We are fascinated by both the desirability of the child and the
criminality of the pedophile. Our society's propensity for attempting to
project our latent guilt on someone else, preferably someone we can
really believe is despicable, is as great as the trial of alleged child
abuser, Raymond Buckey, was long.

Kincaid grants that some people perpetrate horrendous deeds against
children, that it is indisputable that "children are sometimes murdered,
sometimes kidnapped, sometimes raped and forced to submit in various
ways to the needs of others without regard to their own" (360). But he
also believes that most of us "ladle massive doses of pain into our
children, partly in obedience to purblind cultural prescriptions and
partly for our own pleasures, some of which are more subtle but no less
terrible than the sexual." Thus, Kincaid implicates mainstream society
in the abuse of children and of pedophiles by pointing to the disparity
between where the abuse really occurs and where we tell our kids it will
occur. According to the favored narrative, the pedophiles lurk "out
there," while in the untold narrative, parents, aunts, uncles and family
friends engage in a spectrum of violent actions against children,
spanning subtly pleasurable spanking to more clearly incestuous or
otherwise oppressive sexual behavior.

Discursive abuse most interests Kincaid and best lends itself to his
method of linguistic play. Telling children inaccurate cautionary tales
strikes him as most discordant with the alleged love we have for
children. Germane to Kincaid's deconstructionist approach is the
requirement for a metaphorical discourse upon which to perform his
analyses. Thus verbal representations - such as those that surround
pedophiles - are useful, while stark, verbally garbled or otherwise
muted recollections of events offer little to work with. Perhaps this
book tends to privilege pedophiles as the main victims and to understate
the fact that more than a few children really do suffer long-term
effects from behavior that might be attributed, probably inaccurately,
to pedophiles. Thus, the topics engaged in this book invite a sustained
study of the child-as-victim that would be a startling "other" to
Kincaid's witty, well researched, thoughtfully organized, carefully
indexed, and courageously uncompromising book.

Louis Burkhardt, University of Colorado at Boulder.

COPYRIGHT 1995 University of Colorado

--
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The Sexual Life of Children.

(book reviews)
 
Reviewed by Suzanne G. Frayser, Ph.D.

Martinson has the courage to assert that it is normal for children to be
sexual - in their behavior, thoughts, and feelings. This is not the
first time that he has said so (e.g., Martinson 1973) nor is he the
first professional to reach this conclusion (e.g., Freud, 1905/1953;
Gadpaille, 1976; Goldman and Goldman, 1982; Kinsey et al., 1948; Moll,
1912; Money and Ehrhardt, 1972; Perry, 1990; Yates, 1978). Nevertheless,
the message continues to be lost, denied, or ignored.

Early in this century, Moll, a German physician who was the first
sexologist to specialize in childhood sexuality, posed a question as
fresh today as it was when he asked it in 1912. Why have educators and
child psychologists ignored the sexual aspects of children's
development? Moll (1912) asked: "Has it been a false notion of morality
by which these investigators have been withheld from the elucidation of
the sexual life of the child? Or has the reason merely been their
defective powers of observation?" He suggested an answer: "The very
persons to whom today we have to look to effect the sexual enlightenment
of children are themselves to a great extent also in need of
enlightenment" (Moll, 1912). Martinson's new volume echoes both the
title and the concerns of Moll's earlier monograph, and is an essential
starting point for professionals or laypeople interested in pursuing a
balanced, empirically based portrait of the sexual development of
children.

Martinson's goal is "to bring the reader up to date on what we know
about early sexual development and sexual experience in the life of
prepubescent children" (pp. viii-ix) and to "contribute to a freer and
better informed atmosphere of discussion in the future" (p. ix). He
realizes the difficulty of the task before him: "Western society, and
particularly American society, has been slow to recognize or
conceptualize sexual experiences as part of a child's development, an
aspect of their lives worthy of study and discourse. As a result,
neither the folk culture nor the scientific literature has much to say
on the subject" (pp. vii-viii).

Martinson's tactful statement about the dearth of publications on normal
childhood sexuality sidesteps a discussion of the obstacles that can
confront researchers who dare to question the deeply rooted cultural
assumption of childhood innocence. A lack of professional and monetary
support, seething controversies, and character assaults can accompany
research supporting the idea of normal sexual expression in childhood.
The modest tone that Martinson establishes in the introduction indicates
the meticulous care with which he proceeds in making assertions about
childhood sexuality in the rest of the text.

The first six chapters depict behavioral and psychological aspects of
normal childhood sexuality. Their order corresponds to a sequence of
sexual development from gestation to puberty. Asserting that children
are "active and sensual, even before they are born," Martinson begins
with an intriguing exploration of how the fetus could experience life
through the senses via pressure, touch, and sound. After birth, babies
are receptive and ready to begin the attachment process. Their
dependency does not equate to passivity. Intimate, sensuous activity is
a part of nurturing, particularly during breastfeeding. Touch continues
to be important because "close, warm, gentle, caring" treatment during
infancy and childhood fosters healthy, age-appropriate development.

In the next five chapters, Martinson depicts some of the normal
activities that compose a child's sex life: self-stimulation, sex play
with peers, dreams, fantasies and myths, and sexual encounters with
older children, adolescents, and adults. Throughout, he points out the
relation between different stages of physical and psychological
development, sexual activity, and interpretations of behavior. For
example, infants may discover pleasurable genital sensations by rocking,
long before they have developed the small muscle control that allows
them to masturbate, i.e., rhythmically and repeatedly manipulate the
genitals. Though parents may interpret self-stimulation in sexual terms,
children in early stages of cognitive development with few verbal skills
are not likely to do so. The cultural silence about masturbation, an
almost universal activity among young children, is striking. Martinson
observes that discussions of masturbation are conspicuously absent from
books on infant and child development.

Silence or punishment by caretakers may guide children's interpretation
of sexual events but will not eliminate sexual behavior or thoughts.
Children are likely to express their curiosity as well as their
unorganized affectional and sexual feelings in play, acting out such
roles as doctor/nurse/patient or mom/dad. During play, it is not unusual
for children to expose themselves to each other or to touch each other's
genitals. Although same-gender sex play is normal, it may be inhibited
or hidden because of adult disapproval.

Likewise, children's sexual dreams, fantasies, and myths may be
sequestered from adults because children learn quite early how
unacceptable these expressions are. In the absence of adult explanations
of sexuality, children may feel puzzled when they are sexually aroused
and either remain curious about their meaning or create myths to
understand them. For example, an adult recounts, "Sometimes I would
imagine that I was the captive and the girl or gifts were taking
advantage of me. I attribute this to my not knowing how to interact with
girls or get their attention."

Martinson acknowledges that it is "almost inevitable [for children] to
have encounters of a sexual nature with someone too old or too young -
not a peer." He carefully discusses the interpretation of these
encounters from a variety of perspectives: cross-cultural, therapeutic,
religious, political. He concludes that the absence of an acceptable
definition of child sexual abuse and the lack of professional consensus
about the consequences of children's sexual contacts with others
heightens the difficulty of assessing their impact.

The last few chapters of the book encourage reflection about social and
cultural influences on childhood sexuality. However, their coherence
with each other and the rest of the text is not as clear as the links
between the chapters on sexual development.

In a chapter on sexuality education, Martinson reviews arguments for and
against early childhood sexuality education. Implicit suggestions for
parents, caretakers, educators, and other adults about what they can do
to foster healthy, normal sexual development in children lace the
research findings. Like his predecessor Moll, Martinson thinks that
children need accurate information about their developing sexuality so
that they have the knowledge to prepare themselves for healthy sexual
functioning and to protect themselves against those who could manipulate
and abuse them. A brief summary of the SIECUS Task Force's 1991
Guidelines for Sexuality Education: Kindergarten-12th Grade indicates
pragmatic routes to implementing age appropriate sexuality education.

A chapter on sex and the law shows how the legal system codifies
cultural beliefs about children, e.g., they are property, they need to
be protected, or they have personal rights of their own. These
assumptions then channel how courts interpret and deal with childhood
sexual behavior. Likewise, a comparison of the sexual lives of children
in Sweden and the United States reveals how cultural beliefs about
childhood sexuality shape social practices that expand or constrict
children's options for sexual thoughts and behavior.

Martinson approaches each topic addressed in the book with care and
caution. He bases his assertions on a synthesis of available data and
humanizes them with quotes from his file of 200 college students'
recollections of sexual activities and thoughts during childhood. A
bibliography of relevant references follows each chapter, and a
comprehensive bibliography concludes the work.

The references themselves reveal a lot about the nature of research
conducted on normal childhood sexuality. The patchwork of eclectic
publications, almost half of which were published before 1980, span a
wide range of disciplines (e.g., biology, medicine, law, anthropology,
psychology), perspectives (e.g., conservative, liberal), and audiences
(e.g., professional, popular). Sporadic interdisciplinary attention to
the topic as well as professional caution or resistance to publishing
such research may account for the potpourri of references.

However, melding together findings from so many different time periods
and perspectives is risky because the effects of social and cultural
contexts on reported behavior remain unknown. Martinson is quick to
point out the limitations of the research he presents. By bringing
together such diverse sources, Martinson has facilitated the research
efforts of future investigators.

The Sexual Life of Children provides a solid baseline from which
researchers can develop new studies. It raises questions about the
connections between the developmental sequence he presents and topics
outside of the scope of this book: child sexual abuse, the history of
research on and conceptualizations of childhood sexuality,
cross-cultural variations, and gender identity development.

Martinson communicates genuine concern for the well-being of future
generations of children yet maintains a scholarly emphasis throughout.
His pursuit of a balanced, scientific perspective amid the swirl of
emotion that surrounds discussions of children and sex is laudable. This
short book will become long in its impact.
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'Andrej' 
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Pretender' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Although I haven't posted in a while, I've still been around, and just
thought I would drop in a message.  

As usual, reality is the name of my game, and I thought I would help
by posting some statistics about child abuse.

Now no one likes to hear about abuse, but it is something we just
can't ignore either.  HOWEVER, the actual statistics information will
be surprising to some.  I have included references for all of my
sources, and URLs for most of them for easy access.

As most here know, there people on this list are not the ones causing
the abuse of children, but who is then?  Let's take a look...

(I have adapted some of this from a letter I sent to Big Brother/Big
Sisters discussing some aspects of this.  So there are some added
references to Big Brothers/Big Sisters programs below as well.)

I'm going to refer to statistics here, but I'm going to use U.S.
versions. One reason is to allow for the larger population base, and
thus more accurate 'overall' values. Secondly, this will give a more
'worst case' scenario to the issue, since it is well known that
violence is higher in the U.S than in many parts of the world.  So
although this isn't meant to condemn the U.S. at all, it does allow us
to apply the statistics against WORLD WIDE population without risk of
UNDERstating the numbers in most cases.

So let's look at some statistics... 

=====

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Population Estimates
<http://www.census.gov/population/www/estimates/uspop.html> and
Projections
<http://www.census.gov/population/www/projections/natproj.html>.

*In 1997, there were 69.5 million children in the United States, 0.5
million more than in 1996. This number is projected to increase to
77.6 million in 2020. 

*The number of children under 18 has grown during the last half
century, increasing almost half again in size since 1950. 

*During the "baby boom" (1946 to 1964), the number of children grew
rapidly. 

*During the 1970s and 1980s, the number of children declined and then
grew slowly. 

*Beginning in 1990, the rate of growth in the number of children
increased, although not as rapidly as during the baby boom. 

*In 1997, there were approximately equal numbers of children-about 23
million-in each age group 0-5, 6-11, and 12-17 years of age. 

*In 1997, children made up 26 percent of the population, down from a
peak of 36 percent at the end of the "baby boom." 

*Since the mid-1960s, children have been decreasing as a proportion of
the total U.S. population. 

*Children are projected to remain a fairly stable percentage of the
total population. They are projected to comprise 24 percent of the
population in 2020. 

*In contrast, senior citizens have increased as a percentage of the
total population since 1950, from 8 to 13 percent. By 2020, they are
projected to make up 16 percent of the population. 

*Together, children and senior citizens make up the "dependent
population": those persons who, because of their age, are less likely
to be employed than others. In 1950, children made up 79 percent of
the dependent population; by 1997, they made up 67 percent. That
percentage is expected to continue to decrease, to 59 percent in 2020.

=====

So the number of children increases, but so do some other things. When
we deal with the sad statistics of one parent families, the numbers
are not surprising. 


=====

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March Current Population Survey
<http://www.census.gov/population/socdemo/ms-la/tabch-1.txt>. 

*In 1997, 68 percent of American children lived with two parents, down
from 77 percent in 1980. 

*In 1997, almost a quarter (24 percent) of children lived with only
their mothers, 4 percent lived with only their fathers, and 4 percent
lived with neither of their parents. 

*The percent of children living with two parents has been declining
among all racial and ethnic groups. 

*White children are much more likely than black children and somewhat
more likely than Hispanic children to live with two parents. In 1997,
75 percent of white children lived with two parents, compared to 35
percent of black children. Sixty-four percent of children of Hispanic
origin lived with two parents. 

*Among the factors contributing to the increase in children living
with just one parent is the sharp rise in the percentage of all births
that were to unmarried mothers.

=====

As one might imagine, this is all too often true in today's society.
The family statistics on children born to unwed mothers is staggering.


=====

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
<http://www.cdc.gov/nchswww/products/pubs/pubd/mvsr/supp/46-45/46
45.htm>, National Center for Health Statistics, National Vital
Statistics System.

*There were 45 births for every 1,000 unmarried women ages 15 to 44 in
1996, according to preliminary data. 

*Between 1980 and 1994, the birth rate for unmarried women increased
from 29 to 47 per thousand. Between 1994 and 1996, the rate fell to 45
per thousand, according to preliminary data. 

*During the 1980-94 period, birth rates increased sharply for
unmarried women in all age groups. The birth rate for unmarried women
ages 15 to 17 years increased from 21 to 32 per thousand. The birth
rate for unmarried women ages 20 to 24 years increased from 41 to 72
per thousand. Rates by age declined for all women under age 40 between
1994 and 1995. 

*One of every three births in 1996 was to an unmarried mother, about
the same level as observed in 1994-95. 

*The rise between 1960 and 1996 in the non marital birth rate is
linked to an increase in the proportion of women of childbearing age
who are unmarried (from 29 percent in 1960 to 47 percent in 1996),
concurrent with an increase in non marital cohabitation. About 20-25
percent of unmarried women aged 25-44 years were in cohabiting
relationships in 1992-94 At the same time, childbearing within
marriage declined: births to married women declined from 4 million in
1960 to 2.7 million in 1996 and the birth rate for married women fell
from 157 per thousand in 1960 to 84 per thousand in 1996.

=====

We have two types of 'abuse' categories, before we split them further.
Firstly let's look at youth as victims of violent crime: 

=====

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics,
National Crime Victimization Survey 
<http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/abstract/cv94.htm>. Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Uniform Crime Reporting Program
<http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/glance/homage.htm>, (Supplementary
Homicide Reports)

*In 1996, the rate at which youth were victims of serious violent
crimes was 33 crimes per 1,000 juveniles ages 12 to 17 years old,
totaling{sic} about 740,000 such crimes victimizing juveniles. 

*The rate at which youth were victims of serious violent crimes
fluctuated between 34 and 43 per 1,000 from 1980 to 1990, and peaked
at 44 per 1,000 in 1993. Since 1993, the rate of serious violent crime
against youth has decreased to 33 per 1,000 in 1996, a rate lower than
the rate in 1980 of 38 per 1,000. 

*Boys are much more likely than girls to be victims of serious violent
crimes. In 1996, the male youth serious violent crime victimization
rate was 45 per 1,000, compared to 19 per 1,000 for females. 

*Younger teens (ages 12 to 14) are somewhat less likely than older
teens (ages 15 to 17) to be victims of serious violent crimes. In
1996, the serious violent crime victimization rates were 29 per 1,000
for younger teens and 36 per 1,000 for older teens.

=====

So although violent crime against youth is at levels lower than in
1980, boys are still more than twice at risk than girls are. 

When we look at 'abuse' in the household, we see a slightly different
view: (combined references at bottom)

====

*Several studies suggest that more children suffer from abuse or
neglect than are evident in official statistics from State CPS
agencies. Based on reports received and investigated by CPS, about 15
children per 1,000 younger than 18 in the general population were
victims of abuse or neglect. In comparison, the NIS-3 estimated that
42 children per 1,000 in the population were harmed or endangered by
maltreatment. 

*In 1996, CPS agencies investigated an estimated 2 million reports
that involved the alleged maltreatment of approximately 3 million
children. 

*Neglect is the most common form of child maltreatment. CPS
investigations determined that 52 percent of victims in 1996 suffered
neglect, 24 percent physical abuse, 12 percent sexual abuse, 6 percent
emotional maltreatment, and 3 percent medical neglect. Many children
suffer more than one type of maltreatment. 

*Child abuse and neglect affects children of all ages. Among children
confirmed as victims by CPS agencies in 1996, more than half were 7
years old or younger, and one quarter were younger than 4 years old. 

*Approximately 26 percent of victims were children ages 8 to 12;
another 21 percent were youth ages 13 to 18. A greater proportion of
neglect and medical neglect victims were children younger than 8,
while a greater proportion of physical, sexual, and emotional abuse
victims were children age 8 or older. 

*In 1996, approximately 52 percent of victims of maltreatment were
female and 48 percent were male. Available data suggest that some
differences exist in the types of maltreatment experienced by male and
female children. A review of data from 11 States showed that 77
percent of sexual abuse victims were girls and 23 percent boys. 

*Victims of emotional maltreatment also were somewhat more likely to
be female (53%) than male (47%). Conversely, a slightly greater
proportion of victims of other types of maltreatment were male, with
males comprising approximately 51 percent of neglect victims and 52
percent of both physical abuse and medical neglect victims. 

*The majority of perpetrators of child maltreatment (77%) were parents
and another 11 percent were other relatives of the victim. People who
were in other caretaking relationships to the victim (e.g., child care
providers, foster parents, and facility staff) account for only 2
percent of perpetrators. About 10 percent of all perpetrators were
classified as non caretakers or unknown. In many States, perpetrators
of child maltreatment by definition must be in a caretaking role. 

*An estimated 81 percent of all perpetrators were under age 40. 

*Overall, approximately 61 percent of perpetrators were female,
although perpetrator gender differed by type of maltreatment. Neglect
and medical neglect were most often attributed to female perpetrators,
while sexual abuse was most often attributed to male perpetrators. 
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=====

So let me take a shot at a summary here. 

Out of 1000 children, 333 will be born to unwed mothers. [33%] 
Out of 1000 children, 250 will live with the mother as a single
parent. [25%] 

125 of them will be girls & 125 of them will be boys 

Out of 1000 children, 42 will suffer from abuse or neglect of some
sort. [4.2%] 

NOTE: I'm using the higher estimate, and not the lower 'actual cases'
value of 15 [1.5%] 

Out of 42 children that will suffer from abuse or neglect of some sort

21 will suffer from neglect [52%] 
10 will suffer from physical abuse [24%] 
6 will suffer from sexual abuse [12%] 
3 will suffer from emotional abuse [6%] 
2 will suffer from medical neglect [3%] 

Out of 42 children that will suffer from abuse or neglect of some sort

22 will be 7 years old or younger [53%] 
11 will be 8-12 years old [26%] 
9 will be 13-18 years old [21%] 

Out of 42 children that will suffer from abuse or neglect of some sort

22 will be female [52%] 
20 will be male [48%] 

Out of 42 children that will suffer from abuse or neglect of some sort

31 will be abused by their parents [77%] 
6 will be abused by a relative [11%] 
5 will be abused by a stranger [10%] 
1 will be abused by a child care provider, foster parent, or facility
staff  [2%] 

Out of 42 children that will suffer from abuse or neglect of some sort
25 will be abused by WOMEN [61%] 
17 will be abused by MEN [39%] 

Now some people try to split 'semantic' hairs here by saying that
males will commit more of one type of abuse than females, and vice
versa. Personally, I feel that NO abuse of a child is acceptable,
regardless of the form. 

The fact that 61% of the perpetrators are FEMALE seems to slip
people's minds quickly.  The way people treat men, you would never
know it. 

Add to this the fact that one out of every four children lives with a
single mother and this only makes matters worse. I'm not putting down
women here, but I'm trying to show the need to put 'men' back into the
picture of families, where one isn't available. Both in cases of boys
AND girls. 

Most people would try and have you believe otherwise, but the facts
betray them. If we use actual reported values, the value drops by 2/3.


Now even 1 is 'one too many' I agree, but not a single news agency
would report THIS as a "news story" that's for sure.

Nevertheless, everyone seems to feed on this 'pedophile frenzy' that
has come with the advent of the Internet. Of all the media coverage
given to child abuse, I wonder if the amount of related coverage is
proportionate to the type of abuse? [rhetorical question] ;> 

Why am I focusing on abuse here? The simple reason is that no matter
HOW much people try to hide it, it is fear of child abuse that
controls their actions in regard to children.  One person can call it
"assuring child safety" and another can call it "fear of child abuse"
and it is still the same in the end. 

However, the problem is that many people have no REAL idea of where
the ACTUAL abuse is occurring. It is SO EASY to pass off the blame on
other people, when the problem lies in our own homes.  I am digressing
though. 

We know that 25% of children will live with live in a fatherless home,
while only 5% will live in a motherless home.  If we assume that the
other parent is 'not available' to be with the children, we end up
with the following values: 

Out of 1000 children, 
50 will live with the father as a single parent. 
25 of them will be girls. 

These girls are "motherless" and would benefit from a female
influence. Big Sisters does cover this quite well, and has for some
time. 

Out of 1000 children, 
250 will live with the mother as a single parent. 
125 of them will be boys. 

These boys are "fatherless" and would benefit from a male influence.
Big Brothers does cover this quite well, and has for some time. 


What about the rest? 


Out of 1000 children, 
50 will live with the father as a single parent. 
25 of them will be boys. 

These boys are "motherless" and would benefit from a female influence.
As is known, Big Brothers/Big Sisters does have a "great many" women
matched with these boys. (did anyone know this?)

Out of 1000 children, 
250 will live with the mother as a single parent. 
125 of them will be girls 

These girls are "fatherless" and would benefit from a male influence.
Big Brothers/Big Sisters doesn't deal with THIS problem though. I
don't think they ever will either. 

(Quoted from a Big Brothers/Big Sisters representative "we have a very
small number of men matched with girls"  Heh.  "very small" huh?  The
number can probably be counted on one hand...)

Why is this the case?  What are people scared of?  The second two
examples should mirror the first two, since the population will
generally have as many boys as they do girls. 

This is a total of 12.5% of _ALL_ children, that are girls with no
MALE influence in their lives! 

Is someone going to try and tell me that this is 'better for the
children'? 

Obviously someone, somewhere, somehow, thinks that men aren't needed
here. 

So why don't the people in 'power' do something to change it? A good
question, don't you think? Perhaps worthy of a good answer...? 

Now let's consider this... 

As much as we try and work to correct it, we still live in a gender
biased society. While the gap between men and women is narrowing, it
still exists to a great extent in many ways. 

Now consider girls who live without fathers. If we were to provide men
(I.E. "Big Brothers") whose sole purpose was to respect these girls,
treat them well, foster good relationships, and help to boost their
self esteem, would that not be MORE beneficial than a second WOMAN
doing the same thing? (I.E. A girl without a father who has a "Big
Sister")  

The fact that society still gives men more 'weight' only ADDS to the
benefit that it would provide to these girls. I believe that they
would gain more self esteem than they would in a 'two woman'
situation. 

They know and are aware of man's current place in society, and as much
as people try and deny it, they DO benefit from a man's influence in
their lives. Absolutely EVERY single study ever done that compared a
man/woman household to a woman only household showed that children
were better off in the man/woman household. It is a simple concept,
but I just don't understand why we as a society still ignore it? 

When working my way through the Internet, I came across a site that
impressed me. (which doesn't happen very often) It is called Girl
Power <http://www.health.org/gpower/index.htm> and is operated by a
U.S. government department. Here is a clip from their home page: 

>Welcome to the homepage for Girl Power!, the national public
>education
>campaign sponsored by the Department of the Health and Human Services
>to help encourage and empower 9- to 14- year old girls to make the
>most of their lives. Girls at 8 or 9 typically have very strong
>attitudes about their health, so Girl Power! seeks to reinforce and
>sustain these positive values among girls ages 9-14 by targeting
>health messages to the unique needs, interests, and challenges of
>girls.

What impressed me was a link to a page titled For Adults Who Care
About Girls <http://www.health.org/gpower/AdultsWhoCare/index.htm> on
their site. Note it said "Adults" and NOT "Women" as I have seen in
many other sites. They are smart enough to KNOW that to help girls we
need BOTH men AND women working together. Not just women alone. Here
is a clip from one page: 

>The transition from childhood to adolescence is a time of special,
>and
>sometimes painful, development and change for young girls. Studies
>show that girls tend to lose self confidence and self worth during
>this pivotal age, becoming less physically active, performing less
>well in school, and neglecting their own interests and aspirations.
>It's during these years that girls become newly vulnerable to
negative
>outside influences and to mixed messages about risky behaviors. This
>is a very important time for the adults in young girls' lives to give
>them love and support, and reassure them that they are not alone. By
>helping girls develop skills and confidence, you lower their chances
>of becoming involved in high risk activities that can limit their
life
>opportunities. 

Men need to know that they should be able to 'care' about the welfare
of girls (as they do for boys) without being made to feel like they
are a 'pervert' of some kind or another. Shouldn't they? The worst
part is that we force the girls to suffer, and this pattern repeats
itself over and over. 

It's no surprise that of teen depression, girls are depressed more
than twice as much as boys. (StatsCanada 1996; Depression in ages 12
17 - Girls 93,000 Boys 45,000) 

I have spent much time studying 'youth' and trying to figure out where
help is needed most. My current view is that it is 'girls' (defined
above as ages 9-14) that would benefit the most from being supported. 

However, to do this, we HAVE to get over this "no men allowed"
mentality in regard to girls. The more men that are involved, the
faster girls will improve to a level equal with boys. 

Sadly, I find that most of the organizations that assist girls are not
'men friendly' in this regard. To a person of logic like myself, I
find it hard to understand. Why not take all the help you can get?!? 

To be honest, I think men could learn something from being around
girls. It's been noted that in schools where there were a larger
number of girls, boys tended to be less aggressive and more sociable.
This was attributed to girls not 'tolerating' the more 'rough' type
behaviour commonly exhibited by boys. 


So in closing, let's not be discouraged by society in wanting to help
and encourage girls.

There are two types of relationships that one can have with a girl,
and the one that is MOST NEEDED, is a 'non-intimate one'.  There is
nothing wrong with a girl having a male mentor or role model.  

As long as there is no risk of sexual interaction, many agencies will
welcome males to work with youth, including girls.  So instead of
suffering, try reaching out and supporting girls in a simple way.

You may find it quite rewarding, even though it will never become
anything more than that.  I can accept that, since it's a small price
to pay for the chance to be a part of a girl's life in a special way.


As always, I remain...

'The Pretender'
------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Wow! Many thanks for this work! ]



'Olivier' writes :
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Freddy' wrote :
> I will love her for ever, even though she is no longer a little 
>girl. She is someone I could have lived with for ever.

This sounds wonderful. Personnaly, I still wonder if I will love my LGs 
when they will be older. I know I cease to be attracted (sexually) by 
girls when they grow up, but it is quite hard to draw a line beetwen 
what is attracting and what is not. I know that I won't find any sexual 
interest in girls older than 14, unless I was attracted to them before 
they were that age. But at a certain point, their beauty seems to fade 
out, inescapably. Sometimes it takes a whole year to realize I am not 
interested in them anymore, sometimes it takes only one day, as if their 
childhood had gone away during their sleep...

--

'Sanctuary' wrote (about me wanting no to touch a girl, but to love her):

> Welcome. One question. What do you do if she wants to
> kiss *you*? Are you saying that you have no interest in their
> bodies at all? 

I would kiss her ! :-)

Actually, I didn't say I am not interested in their bodies. What I said 
might have been confusing, but the only thing I wanted to express was 
the opposition between the feelings I had a year ago, and my actual 
feelings. As I said, a year ago, the only attraction I had for little 
girls was sexual. I did not fall in love with them. I cherished moments 
like brushing a pre-teen's leg under the water at the pool, or the sight 
of a girl, perched on a tree, offering her panties to the looks of every 
passer-by. But now, I also have loving feelings for LGs, and they are 
much stronger than my sexual urges. This does not mean I am not lustful 
sometimes, it doesn't change my phantasms, nor are they easier to 
control. It means that I can love a girl whitout being attracted 
sexually by her, and that my loving desires are stronger than my sexual 
ones, and harder to control.

'Sanctuary' also wrote (about the same subject):
> It seems like when I fall in love I want to be
> close to her all the time and my body responds. You may be
> different. As long as it works for you I am happy for you.

I also want to touch the girl I am in love with. But it isn't always 
sexual. You may kiss or hug someone while it has nothing to do with sex. 
Sex may be a way to express one's love (with older girls, of course), 
but it isn't the only physical way to do it (nor is it a respectful way 
to act with LGs, in my opinion). 

--

'Cipolin' wrote (about children's education, especialy alternative 
schools) :
> Having met the products of some of these schools, ranging from > 
>artists, to lawyers, to accountants (true - I know people who've > been 
>to 'alternative' schools with all these vocations), I can only > say 
>that this type of schooling is certainly not worse and in a lot > of 
>ways better than traditional schooling.

I totally agree with you that such schools help children learning to 
take their responsabilities. However, may I point out that such 
education is not available for all the children ? As far as a know, you 
are talking about private schools, wich are quite costly. Having such 
education available for each and every child would be incredibly hard, 
and probably impossible. It looks like an utopia. I went to private high 
school, and I understand how lucky I was, because I realize the 
education I received there was much better than the one public schools 
offered (in Qubec). I am not against private or alternative schools, 
but I don't think it is reasonable to rely on such institutions for the 
education of a majority of children, at least in a near future, because 
technology and human ressources do not allow it.

--

It is nice writing for and reading about all of you. Thanks for you kind 
words about my English, Cipolin.

Regards,

'Olivier'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Olivier' wrote:
>Many of you seem to have friends, wife or family knowing you are 
>girl-lovers. I intend to explain this to my family, but I am quite 
>unsure about the way to do it.

There is no easy way to do it. You just have to start and work
out the problems as they occur. Even though my wife is
understanding now, she was not at first and had many questions.
In fact, it was she that started our dialog by writing me an
email asking what was going on in my life. I answered back
via e-mail and then we had our first real talk. I have described
the whole exchange in detail in the archives. It was last
summer.

---

'Simon' wrote:
>I think all child-pornographie is not healty for a pedophile

I don't mean to start a flame war here but please speak for
yourself alone. Both the definition of pornography and its
effects are variable. Some people use it as a means of
admiration since they cannot see their neighbors in those poses
and some of the models actually chose to be in the pictures.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>I didn't go to meet them, because Lizzie hadn't mentioned this 
>and also I didn't want to be meeting her behind her parents 
>back.

Why not? How else is the girl going to be able to choose you
over the lies she has been told? I keep hoping that they really
do know the difference between rapists and lovers and that
their parents will too. Parents still have far too much editorial
control to me but I think the girls are very smart and will
remember us fondly.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Misty Vain' wrote:
>I've read this list for a while now and this has been
>enlightening. It sounds silly now but before I began lurking
>here, I seem to have felt that I really was one of those who
>are in the headlines after molesting some kids. I apparently
>didn't have any other to compare myself to and find my place
>in this world, even if I didn't like what they do. Now I see
>that one could be a paedophile without molesting children,
>if I may put it as extremely as this. Has anyone else had
>these thoughts?

Yes, 'Misty', I had the same enlightenment myself when I first came
upon this list. I was so happy to have found other people such as
myself, who love kids, even sexually at times, but would never hurt
or otherwise molest them. Before ASGL-L I thought of myself like
the rest of society thinks of pedophiles, as child-raping animals.
But I am *not*, and I now have learned to love my pedophilic side,
and see myself as a normal human being who just happens to be
attracted to young children moreso than adults.

--

'Christian' wrote:
(Re: My coin of bi, tri and quadra-sexuality terms)
>Maybe not, but I am attracted to both little girls and adult
>women, and I
>don't like the idea of being called bisexual because of that.  It
>gives
>the impression that I'm gay, which I'm not.  I hope I didn't
>offend those
>of you who are gay by what I just said.

Point well taken! I never even thought of that scenerio. BTW... You
didn't offend *me* in the least.

>Beamish wondered if he could get into trouble because of traces of
>old
>file-names on his computer.  I would say no, but if the cops
>figured out
>you had a filename called "nudekids.jpg" or "nudekid1.jpg" and
>"nudekid2.jpg" or whatever, you'd have to think pretty hard to
>explain to
>them what those files REALLY were.

That is what scares me the most! I would hate having to explain
myself, regardless of criminal charges or not.

--

'The Courier' wrote:
>'Christian' writes:
>>I have been caught writing a message to ASGL-L.  My e-mail
>>privileges have been revoked for the next 4 months. Please
>>unsubscribe me.
>
>But this isn't my point.  It just sickens me that your parents can
>be
>this un-understanding and that as individuals they have fallen
>that
>far under societies spell.

Ianthe responded:
>[ Might not have been his parents ?  Could have been some
>     institution ? ]

Well, if someone uses their college or library internet access
computers for personal e-mail, they are asking for trouble
eventually. I know, because I was banned from my [...]'s
computer lab for accessing the internet and e-mail for personal
use. Remember everyone, although it's not fair, pedophiles are
persecuted most everywhere. People do not understand us and
therefore don't want to deal with us. (Most people anyway.) The
best thing to do, for those who can, is get your own computer to
which no one else has access. That is the only way one can be
fairly safe. Computers nowadays are quite inexpensive for a really
good system, and internet access is also quite reasonable. (At
least in the USA.) I am sorry for 'Christian', he was a nice person
and will be missed.

>A quick tidbit for Ianthe: DirSnoop now supports FAT 32 partitions
>this is good news for all of you who use Win95 OSR2 or Win98, as
>the
>program will now work for you.

Ianthe responded:
>   [ Excellent news !  Get it from  http://www.briggsoft.com  ]

I downloaded the new DirSnoop, and I had the exact same problem I
had before with the old version. Some error about not being able to
get a lock on the hard drive. Any suggestions? Thanks in advance.

   [ e-mail the guy who made it ? ]

>Anyway, I find Mr. Double's archive has been extremely helpful
>with imagination part of being a GL.

Yes, I find that to be the case with me as well. I am glad to see
others on this list who appreciate those stories. While I very
rarely visit that site, the times I do are the times when I am
feeling most alone and rather, how do I say, sexually frustrated?
Yes, as a GL I *do* get sexually frustrated, at times. I think most
people, whether pedophiles or not, do as well. This is not to say
that I'd ever molest a child, nor do I like child-rape stories. The
stories I like are sexually charged, and tend to alleviate my
occasional sexual frustration. I also write stories similar to
those on 'Mr. Double', but with more love and passion. :-)

--

Well, as you can see, I am quite a bit behind in responding. As I
don't want this post to be too long, I will continue my responses
tomorrow. Peace.

'Beamish'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Milo' wrote..

>Hi there... I recently subscribed to the mailing list and I have 
>to say that it is great. I really enjoy the Pedophile Liberation 
>Front's site and the mood here reminds me of that place alot, but 
>the great part about this is the fact that it's a mailing list. 
>I'm 19 years old and in my sophmore year of college. Let's see... 
>I hope to relay past experiences with little girls (don't worry, 
>nothing bad!) and learn from everyone else. I know I'm a bit 
>young to be considered a girl lover but <snip>

Welcome Milo, nobody's too young to be a girl lover! 

A while back somebody on here pointed out that 'Everyone' is a girl 
lover / paedophile when they are young anyway... it's just that 
we decided to remember those days and keep the faith...  (if you 
get what I mean)

--

'Florian' wrote:
>Before I joined this group, I thought no-one felt the way I 
>do about little girls.  Each and every one of us needs each other 
>for support and encouragement, and to rejoice in the love that 
>young girls can give us. <snip>

I bet we ALL felt that way too.. It was the Internet that opened 
MY eyes!.. till then I hadn't a clue how to contact anyone else 
who just MIGHT share my views... Lets face it, you can't ask around 
in a bar..." Scuse me, anyone else fancy pre-teen girls?"
...well.. you could but you would have to 'crawl' out on your hands 
and knees nursing a few broken bones and a botched castration attempt!!

'VIVA LA INTERNET'... and places like this.

I'm glad you enjoyed my last post, sorry you went through it as well, 
guess we all do sooner or later. Others have come along but I make 
sure that I don't get so atached to them as I did with her.

>I found myself attracted more and more to the girls 
>in younger grades.  My first sexual experience was with an eleven 
>year old girl when I was 14.

Me too... Read my post in the members' section on the PLF site.

--

'Flickorna' ranted:
>I want to make love with children! I want to scream it from the 
>rooftops! I want to make love with pretty little girls!

>I'm just a regular guy -- regular in almost every way. I'm kind, 
>considerate, compassionate, caring, intelligent... but I'm also 
>isolated, stunted, rejected, and hated -- because I want to make 
>love with children. <snip>

Altogether now... ALL JOIN IN!! one... two... three...!!

Maybe this should be the Paedophiles prayer, 'cause that's all it's 
EVER gonna be for most of us!!.. but we get y'drift...well put.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>'Misty Vain' wrote:
>>One thing that I have noticed that although there are all kinds
>>of clubs and activist groups, there doesn't seem to be one for
>>ones like us... And especially when there are so many odd-bods
>>around, one might think one could melt in...
>
>The difference, Misty Vain, is that pedophilia is illegal and if 
>we started some such club the police would immediately arrest the 
>whole bunch of us and the newspaper headlines would read 
>"pedophile ring busted" and everyone would think "Boy, these 
>creeps ought to be castrated."  Starting a pedophile club just 
>isn't realistic these days.  In fact, I'm surprised ASGL-L has 
>been around for so long.

As far as I know, just being a paedophile is NOT a crime.. only if 
you act upon it!  so I don't think the police could arrest you... 
BUT.. I take your point, if you value your testicles it would not 
be a wise move to announce your support to the world in such a way.

It would be great to have a club to go to and talk 'face to face' with 
others but the logistics of setting one up safely would be nigh 
impossible.  However, paedophile rings WERE about long before the 
internet so I often wonder just how people DID get in touch with 
each other in those days?
  
'Daveboy'
------------------------------------------------------------------

[ For the UK expereince from those times, see:

Campaign Against Public Morals.  Paedophilia and Public Morals.  
London.  CAPM, 1980.  
   (Pamphlet.  Reproduces news-cuttings about the PIE arrests, 
   along with analysis of where PIE tactics went wrong, and details 
   of the defence campaign run by anarchists - the only section of 
   the Left which had the courage to mount one!  The title refers 
   to the antiquated 17th Century charge of "Conspiracy to corrupt 
   public morals" used to prosecute PIE Executive Committee members)

O'Carroll, T.  Paedophilia; the radical case.  Contemporary Social Issues 
Series, No. 12.  London.  Peter Owen, 1980.  
   (General positive defence of paedophilia, and includes a lengthy 
   first-hand account of the persecution of PIE in Britain during the 
   late 1970s.  
   Now online at http://202.231.192.151/ro/fresh/radcase/radcase.html )

Moody, R.  Indecent Assault.  London.  Peace News, 1980.  
   (Account of the trial and police harrasment of a PIE campaigner, 
   who was later aquitted of false charges of 'indecent assault' - 
   still available from the Prinz Eisenharz address in Europe)

Plummer, K.  Chapter 8.  "The paedophile's" progress; a view from 
below.  IN:  Taylor, B. (ed.)  Perspectives On Paedophilia.  London.
Batsford, 1981.  ISBN 07134 37189.  
   (Positive overview of paedophile attempts to set up self-help 
   groups/organisations, in Britain and elsewhere)

Wilson, G. and Cox, D.  The Child-Lovers - a study of paedophilia in society.  
London.  Peter Owen, 1983.  ISBN 0 7206 0603 9  
   (Study of answers from a questionairre answered by 77 PIE members 
   in Britain in the late 1970s.  Also includes case-studies.  Very 
   interesting, but although non-condemnatory it is not wholly positive, and
   is by psychologists.  Available from the Prinz Eisenharz address in Europe)

Smith, S. A.  'PIE - from 1980 until its demise in 1985'  IN:  
Middleton, Warren (Ed.)  The Betrayal of Youth - radical perspectives
on childhood sexuality, intergenerational sex, and the social 
oppression of children and young people.  London.  CL Publications, 
1986.  (pp. 215-245)  
   (Also reprinted in NAMBLA Journal Number 8, 1992)  ]




'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hello 'Desire',

>> This lasted for a while, he had been staring at me for a good
>> five minutes when I blew a kiss at him.
>
> Well, indeed, this made me mad. I can imagine that you made that
> first comment,

You can't believe, I commented on ... "him rubbing himself on me". 
Why?

I don't know how you would re-act to someone rubbing himself on you, 
but me, I see three solutions:

1) ask him if I can help.
2) go ahead and help him.
3) do 'the ostrich' ... ignore him.

With all the eyes watching, I preferred asking him instead (in his hear).

Although if you see other options then the three I listed, I would like to
hear them.

Plus note, that, the way I write may seems to be harsh, but I never 
majored in English and too often I have no clue of the right word.

> but this boy clearly started feeling uneasy from your
> remarks. And instead of backing down and either apologizing or
> keeping quiet and hoping you find a better timing next time, you just
> go on and seem to enjoy his embarassment.

Apologizing .... I was not the one that robbed.

Backing off or asking him if .... "I had the wrong impression" about his
rubbing.

He did not inquire about the nature of my comments in the bus. He looked
like, "he knew" what I was talking about. He was just upset that I caught
him and challenged him to go one step further.

In the metro, he was never at hear shot distance. Plus ...

I said it,

1) I could not follow him,
2) I had to go, I had to report to work,
3) it was not a good time to do some cruising,
4) is brother was around, (and when is bro asked what I 
   wanted he wave him off),
5) the age group was not favorable.

No sorry if I sound crude, and maybe I am, but in my books kids above 10
knows what they want and know what their doing. And teen, like I believe
this boy was, (real close to fourteen, but I am a poor judge of boy age)are
responsible of their actions.

I have a question for you, and don't take my comment wrong ...

> That's not how I expect someone from this list to act.

How do you expect people to act?

Or are you one of those GL/BL that believe as soon as you have sensual or
sexual thought you not a "true girl lover / boy lover".

Personally I believe that sensual / sexual relation is not common, but will
happen in 30% of the relation and penetration will happen in 5%, if love is
present.

Kids are sexual beings and need to express it often. I think this situation
was like a kid getting caught masturbating in the closet. Okay a bit stretch
conclusion but fair enough.

Also, I am looking forward as to other alternatives that you would have seen
in the bus, this could prove to be enlightening, because I really see no
other.

Your comments are always welcomed.

Desire you have a nice day, 

'S&G'
------------------------------------------------------------------


ends

